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vision of an annuity for life—was announced to 
him here last month. 

The gentleman making the communication ac- 
companied it with this declaration and statement 
of its origin and objects: 

“This fund has been raised, freely and cheer- 
‘fully, by your friends, in evidence of their grate- 
‘ful ‘sense of the valuable services you have ren- 
«dered to your whole country. They have done 
‘it without your sanction or knowledge, and with 
‘some reason to imagine that their purpose might 
‘not be entirely acceptable to you. Your friends 
‘are numerous; the same who for five and twenty 
«years have rallied round you. But time will do 
‘its work on all of us; and when increasing age 
‘ shall render labor irksome to you, and call for re- 
‘ pose, these friends, or many of them, may be in 
‘their graves. If what has been done be not 
‘ needful for the present, it may yet hereafter tend 
‘to the comfort of your advancing years, and 
‘serve hereafter to recall to your mind friends 
‘whose hearts have been with you.”’ 

In this communication there is not the slightest 
reference to Mr. Webster's remaining in Congress, 


Now, (said Mr. Y.,) Mr. Ashmun said no such 
thing, or if he said it, it did not reach my ears. 

The report of the Intelligencer says that Mr. 
Asimun rose and interrupted me, and 1 refused 
the interrupuon. Thereupon he took his seat. 
He did not say the charge was untrue : if he said 
it, it was in such atone of voice that I did not 
hear it. 

I am very glad that the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Winrurop,| has at 
last, by authority, given this matter a substantive 
form, and shape. it seems I was not very wrong 
in the views i took in relation to this subject. 
Although the friends of the honorable ex-Secretary 
of State, in presenting to him this annuity —not in 
the shape of manufacturing stocks, but an annuity 
secured to him for life—have done it very hand- 
somely, and have not shown a disposition to pen- 
sion hun upon the country as a Senator. 
| Tam glad it has appeared before the country in 

some authoritative shape. As it is | take it; and 
the country will take it. In order to set this matter 
more fully betore the country, in the remarks which 
, are published by the gentleman from Massachu- 
er to his leaving Congress; still less to his support ,, setts, if it should suit his sense of propriety, justice, 
of any interest, any policy, or any party in the and authority upon the subject, for one, L should 
country. Its motive is declared to be a grateful | be glad to see the amount of this annuity, and the 
sense of the valuable services rendered to ‘the || names of those connected with it. I have no right 
whole country.’’ to demand it; but if it should suit the gentleman’s 

And I take it upon myself to say, sir, because I | Sense of propriety, in common with the country, 
know, that this proceeding originated with per- I should be happy to see it. : 
sons deeply, if not exclusively, interested in the || Mr. WINTHROP. Really, really, sir, the cu- 
commerce of the country. Nor is it difficult to || riosity of the honorable member from Alabama 
understand how those interested in that commerce, || reaches much farther than my own. [| cannot an- 
as well as those who are at all times gratified with | swer his inquiry, for 1 do not know the fact. My 
the preservation of honorable peace, and with an || search into Mr. Webster’s private aflairs—my 
able and successful defence of just maritime rights, |) right of search did not go the length of his questions. 
should find cause to be grateful for the public ser- | 1 will say on this point, however,—but not until | 
vices of Mr. Webster. | have asked, (in the way of parenthesis,) how other 

But it is my purpose, on this occasion, to ex- | 
plain, and not to _eulogize. Such an explanation | 
was due to Mr. Webster; but not to him alone. || 
It was due to the honorable and generous men, my 
constituents, who have been parties to this trans- || 
action, and upon whom the charge of having pen- | 
sioned an agent to advocate any peculiar interests 
of their own, is a gross and unworthy imputation. 
It was equally due to the Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts, whose immediate and honored Senator 
and servant, Mr. Webster is. He is here as no 
agent of private individuals. He holds his seat by 
the free and unsolicited suflrages of the Legislature 
of Massachusetts. He was elected by the honest 
and independent members of that iota two years 
ago, as he had been several times before, because 
his principles were known, and his ability proved; 
and because in maintaining those principles, with | 
the unsurpassed power which he has uniformly 
exhibited, they believed that he would advance tlie 
best interests, not merely of their own fellow-citi- 
zens, without distinction of pursuit or party, but 
the best interests of the whole people of the Union. 

With these remarks, I leave the subject. 

Mr. YANCEY (leave being further granted to 
him for personal explanation) said: I perceive, 
Mr. Speaker, in the Baltimore American of this | 
morning, in a letter written by its letter-writer from 
this city, the following statement in its account of | 


orable member himself—would like to have all 


and exposed to partisan gaze and scrutiny,—l will 


| todo things by halves, and that whatever they 
have done in this case, lias undoubtedly been done 
with their characteristic liberality. If the honor- 


mentioned in the newspapers, tor all me. 
Mr. YANCEY. 
man from Massachusetts to say that this fand was 
made up by the commercial interest? 
Mr. WINTHROP replied in the affirmative. 
Mr. YANCEY continued. 


| mercial interest which originated this gift—a great 


|, then in private life, and that person then at once 
|| resumes public life, and while enjoying that annu- 
| ity, private, if the gentleman from Massachusetts 
| chooses to call it, and privately given, this great 


sentation in the Senate as its advocate, for he is 
living upon its bounty and charity! Is it an unpar- 
| donable *‘ curiosity,’’ therefore, in me, to desire 


| lic character and morals? Certainly, when taken 
in connexion with a charge thus publicly made in 


Senators and Representatives—nay, how the hon- | 


their private aflairs, all the circumstances of their | 
private life and history, unveiled to public view, 


state that the citizens of Boston are not accustomed | 


able member desires it, he may assume the sum | 


Do 1 understand the gentle- 


If it was the com- | 


public interest, then, thus rewards a public servant, | 


| public interest naturally looks to this public repre- | 


to know something of a transaction involving pub- | 


the proceedings of the House yesterday: | the newspapers, publicly made upon the floor of | 


** Mr. Yancey spoke nearly an hour in continued | 
‘animadversion upon Mr. Webster. He would || 
‘ loathe, he said, to keep company with Daniel Webster, 
‘and the whole speech was in this spirit.” 

The writer (said Mr. Y.) mistook my remark. 
What I did say, alluding to the facts I had some- 
what fully demonstrated in relation to his politi- 
cal course during the last war and some other of 
as polio acts, was, that I should loathe any poli- | a public matter; because it is connected with a 
tteal connexion with Mr. Webster. And so ron || public man; because the charge is made fur pub- 
reported in the National Intelligencer of this morn- | 
ing. How I would like a personal connexion, it | 
1s not for me now to say. 

In another portion of the letter, this letter-writer 
says, that in relation to Mr. Webster being a pen- 
sioned agent of the manufacturing interest, 


. Mr. Asumun said the charge was untrue, and || 
called for proof,’’ vate transaction ? 


A2 


tion which the honorable gentleman from Magsa- 


‘and by whom it is made. Why? 


and by authority. 


whether it had not been the very purport of his 
explanation to take away everything of a public 


|Congress, by a member in his place, when this | 
charge was taken in connexion with the explana- | 


chusetts has made this morning with so much: | 
care, it could not be deemed curious in him, nor | 
}as prying into Mr. Webster’s private affairs, to | 
desire to know the amount of the subscription, | 
Because it is | 


Mr. WINTHROP interposed, and inquired | 


New Senriegs.... No. 42. 
es 

Mr. RATHBUN rose, and inquired what was 
the question before the House ? 

The SPEAKER replied that there was no ques- 
tion; but the gentleman from Alabama had { 
permitted to make a personal explanation, 

Mr. YANCEY, resuming, repeated that this was 
a public matter, although the gentleman from 
Massachusetts had pubhely explained it, that he 
nught, publiely, make it private. How fir this an- 
nutty went for public services, and under what 
circumstances and by whom it was given, he de- 
sired to know, that it might be known whether in 
any ‘*just sense or conclusion’? it was a pension. 
But he would say this much for the explanation of 
this matter——— 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF rose and called for the 
orders of the day. Ile submitted that the person- 
al explanation had ceased long ago, and that the 
debate hed gone off upon extraneous matters. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alaba- 
mais on the floor by the consent of the House. 

Mr. YANCEY (resuming) observed that he was 
going on to say that a high and proper example 
had been seton this subject of public men’s receiv- 
ing pensions under the name of presents for public 
services previously rendered, 

I have understood that the venerable rentleman 
from Massachusetts has had a splendid Bible thus 
presented to him; and that ke could not thus re- 
ceive it; but sent its value of 420 to those who had 
pre sented it! 

L understand that a distinguished son of Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Crivrenpen] has had a splendid farm 
oftered him for publie services rendered, and that 
he could not, with his high sense of propriety, and 
ot the delicate relations of a public man to the peo- 
ple, accept of such a present! | have never heard 
of this beine denied or refused by the late ex- 
Secretary of State. 

The subject is indeed ‘ disgusting,’’ sir, which 
is the disgust arising from a sickening review of 
** disgusting ’? public acts. 

Mr BRINKERHOFE called for the orders of 
the day. 


een 


MOUNTED RIFLEMEN, ETC. 


The House thereupon resumed the consideration 
of the unfinished business of yesterday, which was 
the bill from the Senate to provide for raising one 
regiment of mounted riflemen, and to establish 
military posts on the route to Oregon. 

And the state of the question was this: 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had reported the bill to the House with the 
following amendment: ‘* That all the officers of the 
aforesaid regiment of riflemen shall be selected 
from the regular line of the United States army.”’ 
In which amendment the House had concurred. 

Mr. FRIES had moved a reconsideration of the 
vote; pending which motion, the House had ad- 
journed. 

And the question now recurred, ‘* Will the 
House reconsider the vote by which the said 
amendment was concurred in?”’ 

Mr. BRINKERHOFY asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER said, if that motion shouid pre- 
vail, it would carry the bill also to the table. 

Whereupon, Mr. RATHBUN withdrew his 


| motion. 


Mr. HARALSON inquired whether the motion 
to reconsider was debatable. , 

The SPEAKER said no; the previous question 
had been ordered, and not yet exhausted. 

Mr. HARALSON said lie would have been glad 


| of an opportunity to make a few remarks. 


character, and to place it in its true light as a pri- 


The question was then taken, and resulted as 


lic purposes, and it is deemed sufficiently import- || follows: 


ant to draw forth a public written explanation, | 


YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Bedinger, Bell, Biggs, 
James Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, Burt, Catheart, 
Chase, Chipman, Cobb, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, 
Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dobbin, Douglass, Dromgoole, 
Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, 
Giles, Gordon, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Hough, George 8. 
Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, James B. Hunt, Charlea J. 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClean, 
McClelland, MeClernand, McConnell, Joseph J. MeDowell, 
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James McDowell, MeKay, John P. Martin, Barkley Martin, | 


Morria, Niven, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pettit, Phelps, Price, 
Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Seddon, 
Leonard H. Sime, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, 
Starkweather, Janes Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Tred 
way, Trumbo, Wentworth, Wick, Williams, and Yell—s80. 

NAYS—Messra. Abbou, Auderson, Arnold, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Bayly, Benton, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, William W. Campbell, Carroll, John G. 
Chapman, Aecustus A. Chapman, Clarke, Cocke, Collamer, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Dixon, 
Dockery, Dunlap, Foot, Gentry, Goodyear, Graham, Grider, 
Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Hilliard, Isaac 
FE. Holmes, 8. D. Habbard, Hudsou, Washington Hunt, 
Hunter, Joseph R. Ingersoll, James Johnson, Joseph John- 
xon, George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Preston King, ‘T. B. 
King, Lawrence, Lewis, Long, MeCrate, McGaughey, Mc- 
Henry, Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, Moseley, Norris, Pen- 
dieton, Pollock, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rock- 
well, Root, Runk, Scammon, Severance, Simpson, Truman 
Amith, Aloert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, St. John, 
Strong, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Jacob Thompson, Tilden, 
Viriton, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Wood, Woodward, 
Wright, Yancey, and Young—s&. 


So the House de: 
he reconsidered, 

The question then was on ordering the bill toa 
third reading. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF asked the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. . 

Mr. ST. JOHN inquired of the Speaker whether 
a motion to reconsider would be now in order? 

The SPEAKER said no; because the previous 
question was a hicher motion, and its ope ration 
had not yet been exhausted, 


The question was then taken, and resulted as 
follows: 


ided that the vote should not 


YEAS—Meeers. Abbott, Join Quiney Adams, Stephen 
Adams, Anderson, Arnold, Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, 
Bell, Benton, James Biack, James A. Black, Blanchard, 


Bowlin, Brinkerhofl, Brodhead, Milton Brown, William G. 
Brown, Carroll, Catheart, Jolin G. Chapman, Augustus A, 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Cul- 
lom, Culver, Commins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, Gar 
rett Davis, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dixon, 
Douglass, Dunlap, Bdeall, Ellsworth, Erdman. Faran, Piek- 
lin, Foot, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Giles, Goodyear, 
Gordon, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Har 
per, Hilliard, Hoge, Blias B. Holmes, Hough, George 8. 
Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hud- 
eon, Washington Lunt, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Joseph R. 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, Joseph Jobnson, George W. Jones, 
Thomas Butler King, Lawrence, La Sere, Lewis, Long, 
Lumpkin, Maclay, MeClean, MeClelland, MeClernand, 
MecCrate, James MeDowell, McHenry, Marsh, John P. 
Martin, Miller, Morse, Moseley, Owen, Parrish, Payne, 
Pendleton, Phelps, Pollock, Price, Roberts, Julius Rock- 
well, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Sawtelle, Scammon, 
Schenck, Seddon, Severance, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, 
Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stewart, St. John, Uhibo- 
deaux, Thomasson, James Thompson, Jacob ‘Thompson, 
Thurman, ‘Tredway, ‘Trumbo, Wentworth, White, Wick, 
Williams, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood, Woodward, Wright, 
Yaneey, Yell, and Young—138. 

NAYS—Messrs. Biggs, Boyd, Burt, William W. Camp 
bell, Chipman, Cobb, Crozier, Dobbin, Doc kery, Drom- 
goole, Graham, Henley, Isaac BE. Holmes, Hungertord, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, James U. Johnson, Seaborn Jones, 
Preston King, MeConnell, Joseph J. McDowell, McGaughey, 
Mclivaine, MeKay, Barkley Martin, Morris, Niven, Nor- 
rix, Reid, Sawyer, Strong, Sykes, Tilden, Vinton, and 
W heaton—2s. 


So the bill was ordered to a third reading now. 

And having been read a third time by its title, 
and the question being on the final passage thereof, 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF demanded the previous 
question, 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON inquired whether 
he could now make a motion to recommit the bill ? 

The SPEAKER said no; the previous question 
would cut it off. 

Mr. THOMPSON hoped that the previous ques- 
tion would be voted down. 

And the question on the demand for the previous 
question was then taken by tellers, and the vote 
stood ayes 90, noes 54. 

So there was a second, 

And the main question was ordered, and having 
been taken, the bill was passed, 

Mr. COBB moved a reconsideration of the vote. 


A brief conversation followed on a point of 


order. 

Mr. COBB went into some remarks explanatory 
of his object in moving to reconsider the vote, 
which he said was to move that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, for the purpose of striking out the 
amendment which had rendered it obnoxius to its 
sincere friends. He had voted against the engross- 
ment of the bill, not because he was opposed to the 
bill itself. He had been its warm friend and ad- 
vocate from the time it was recommended by the 
President and the Secretary of War. He had ad- 
vocated it in all shapes and forms; but with the 
rl 


_ TEE CONGREFONAL 


/amendment added by a vote of the House, he 


GLOB 


eould not give it his sanction or support. The 
object contemplated by those who had been most 
strenuous in the advocacy of the bill would be 
destroyed if the amendment was suffered to remain. 
And if he correctly understood the matter, the 
rentlemen who had voted for this amendment 
would not reach the object they had in view. 

Mr. WHITE (who had introduced the amend- 
ment) made a remark, of which nothing was heard 
hy the reporter, but the purport of which may be 
inferred from the next sentence of Mr. Cogs. 

Mr. COBB said he trusted that the oentleman 
did not consider him ss impugning his motives, or 
that of any other gentleman who had supported the 
amendment. Buthe (Mr. C.) desired to show that 
if the gentleman was governed by the same reasons 
as actuated those who had addressed the House, 
then that object could not be attained. The only 
renson assigned by the friends of the amendment 
why it should be incorporated into the bill, had 
reference to the principle of economy, to prevent 


any new officers from being brought into the army, | 


on the ground that there were already supernume- 
raries enough, and that therefore any addition was 
unnecessary. If this new regiment was raised, 
and the amendment was to remain, where were we 
to eeta colonel out of the line? Was there a colonel 
that was not now on service? Where were we to 
ret a major or a captain ? 
officered out of the supernumerary lieutenants to 
whom reference had so frequently been made in 
the course of the debate? He called upon gentle- 
men who had supported the amendment on the 
score of economy to consider how we were to ob- 


Was the regiment to be | 


tain officers out of the line, unless by displacing | 


them from regiments in which they were now serv- 
ing, and thus leaving vacancies there to be filled up. 

He was informed that this was to be done by 
the promotion of inferior officers. What, then, 
became of the great object of economy? Would 
adollar be saved? If a major was made into a 
colonel, and similar promotions were made through 
the different grades, would not the expense to the 
Government be the same as if the officers were 
taken from other places? Was not this true? He 
appealed to the friends of the amendment in sin- 


cerity and good faith to say, what became of the | 


economy that was sought for? There was nothing | 
init. It was fallacious and deceptive on the face 
of it, and he was sure the House would not be led | 


off from the real merits of the question by an 
amendment of this character. 


But who were these supernumerary officers by 


whom this regiment was to be officered? 


They 


were lieutenants; and, as he was informed, they 


were the only persons to whom allusion had been 
made. 
it prevent the President of the United States from 
giving these supernumerary second lieutenants of 
the regular army such appoimtments as in his opin- 
ion their experience aad ability enabled them to 
fill? It was a mere question of confidence in the 
wisdom and discretion of the Executive as to the 
selection of the officers. 

Mr. C. then proceeded to show the propriety of 
giving this discretion to the President, contending 
that if the Executive was thus to be limited in his 
constitutional power to confer offices of this kind, 
there would be no end to the restrictions that would 
be put upon him; and urging that the tendency of 


the amendment, if left as it was, would be to make | 


the regiment a permanent addition to the army, in- 


stead of organizinga corps fora particular purpose, || 


which might be disbanded when the necessity for 
its service had passed away. 
delay, and even the probable risk to the fate of the 


controversy between the two Houses on this amend- 
ment. 


If the bill was left in its original form, did | 


He adverted to the | 


then, that they were making no new officers with 
| equal propriety. 


' not complain of that. 
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But the gentleman said it would be treating the 
present officers with injustice, because this was a 
temporary arrangement, and the regiment might 
be disharied at any time, and then they would no: 
complain. We had a right to complain now: we 
had ninety-five supernumerary officers—ninety-fiye 
men doing nothing. : 

Mr. COBB inquired if they did not by this bj)| 
haga for the appointment of new officers? Did 
iis colleague expect that we could officer the pres- 
ent regiment without making promotions ? 

Mr. JONES. Well, I expect the officers would 
It was the last thing he evey 
heard of—that an officer complained of being pro- 
moted in rank. 

Mr. COBB said he was not here peculiarly ad- 
vocating the interests of the officers of the army, 
although he had nothing on earth to say against 
them. He was replying to the argument of his 
colleague, in which he stated that they were ere. 
ating new officers, and he asked him whether we 
would get officers from the existing army, unless 
by promotion,which was nothing more than confer- 


ring a new office upon those who were promoted. 


Mr. RATHBUN (Mr. Jones still yielding) said 
it was to be found, by looking at the Blue Book, 


/at the list of colonels, that six of these colonels 


were now brevet brigadier generals; and one of 
them was in command in Texas. 

Mr. YELL said a word in explanation on this 
point, which the reporter did not catch. 

Mr. JONES (resuming) said there was no diffi- 
culty about officers; there were plenty of them. 
The great object of this bill was to make more 
offices. The true object, no doubt, had in view 
by many persons was, that places might be created 
so as to make a necessity for appointments, 

Mr. HARALSON wished to explain. 

Mr. JONES declined to yield, but 

Mr. HARALSON (still upon the floor) said, so 
far as he was concerned in reporting this bill, he 
had no object in creating offices. 

Mr. JONES had not said that the gentleman 
had. He repeated that no doubt the object of 
many persons, in voting for this bill without off- 
cers, was for the purpose of having officers ap- 
pointed. He did not charge it upon the Military 
Committee. 

A voice. Upon whom do you charge it? — 

Mr. JONES. Not on the Military Committee, 

Mr. COBB (in his seat) was understood to say 
that there was not one supernumerary out of ser- 


| vice. 


| pernumerary 


Mr. JONES. Then I do not understand the re- 
ports. q : 

Mr. J. A. BLACK (Mr. J. again yielding the 
floor) said there were ninety to one hundred “ su- 
*” officers. e did not say that they 
were idle; he never had said so. There were nine- 
ty-five companies, as far as he could ascertain, that 
had four officers each. 

Mr. JONES, (resuming.) What are supernu- 
merary officers but those whom the law does not 


_ require, who are not in their regular service ¢ If 


| the law requires but three officers to a company, 


and you put four there, this man is not in his 


er service, and is a supernumerary under the 


aw. There were now ninety-five supernumera- 
ries. It would take thirty-four of them, he under- 
stood, (for he himself was not a military man,) to 


| fill up this regiment with officers—thereby redu- 


cing the number more than one-third. ; 
Mr. RATHBUN, (in his seat.) You will have 
sixty more who will graduate at West Point in 


, ‘| two or three months. 
nll, which might result from a disagreement or | 


Mr. JONES, in conclusion, urged the manifest 


|| propriety of selecting these thirty-four officers 


constitutional power, it was one which, in his judg- | 
ment, ought not to receive the favorable consider- | 


ation of the House. 


Mr. C., in the course of his remarks, yielded for | 


eee of explanation or inquiry to Messrs. 
ancey and J, R. Incersoie. 


In every view, either of expediency or of | 


from those supernumeraries we now have, thus 
saving the additional expense that would be incur , 
red by selecting from civil life,as the salaries 0 


“these supernumeraries would continue to be paid 


Mr. SEABORN JONES said he did not intend || 


to go into the constitutional argument that they had 
the power to order additional men to be raised and 
not additional officers, ‘These officers had already 
been appointed by the President. He believed on 
the other bill there was no question raised whether 
they had the right to fill up the rank and file to 


eighty in each company. It might have been said, 





by the Government if they were not put into these 
| ; 

' ‘Mr. BRINKERHOFF, in order to test the sense 

of this House and bring this debate toa close, 

said he intended to make a motion. But before 

he did so, he wished to inquire of the Chair, in 

ease the motion of reconsideration were laid on the 

table, whether it would ae bill with it, or 
shether it would stand passed. 

i The SPEAKER replied that the bill would 


stand passed. 


nse 
se, 
ore 
in 
the 
, or 


uld 






————————— 
Mr. BRINKERHOFF. I therefore move to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table, and I 
demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Some conversation followed between Messrs. || 
HAMLIN, HENLEY, and W. HUNT, on inei- | 


dental questions of order. 

Mr. B *, on 
tion, said he would modify his motion. He de- 
manded the previous question, on the motion to 
reconsider, withdrawing his motion to lay on the 
table. 


the previous question, and there was a second. 
Mr. RATHBUN moved that the motion to re- 


consider be laid on the table; which motion, by | 


ayes 54, noes 82, was rejected. 
“So the motion was not laid on the table. 


Mr. McKAY inquired whether it would be in | 


order to move to postpone the consideration of the 


question until a future day, in order to ascertain | 


whether the Senate would pass the bill authori- 
zing the increase of the rank and file of the army ? 
The SPEAKER said the motion would not be 
in order. 
And the question “ Will the House reconsider 


the vote by which the bill was passed?’ was taken, | 


and resulted as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. John Q. Adams, Biggs, James Black, | 


Bowiin, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Catheart, Reuben Chap- 


man, Chipman, Cobb, Crozier, Cummins, Cunningham, | 
Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dobbin, Dockery, Douglass, | 
Dromgoole, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, Foster, | 
Garvin, Giles, Gordon, Graham, Hampton, Haralson, Har- | 


manson, Henley, Hoge, Hough, George 8. Houston, Hun- 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Charies J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, 


James H. Johnson, Kennedy, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, || 


McClelland, MeClernand, Joseph J. McDowell, James 
McDowell, McGaughey, McKay, John P. Martin, Barkley 


Martin, Morris, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Pettit, | 
Phelps, Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, | 


Sawyer, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, Strong, James Thomp- 
son, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Wentworth, 
Wick, Williams, Wilmot, and Yell—83. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Anderson, Armold, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Bayly, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, James A. Black, 
Blanchard, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton Brown, William 
G. Brown, William W. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chap- 
man, Augustus A. Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cocke, Colla- 
mer, Cranston, Cullom, Culver, Daniel, Garrett Davis, 


Dillingham, Dixon, Dunlap, Edsall, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, | 


Gentry, Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Harper, Hilliard, 
Blias B. Holmes, Isaae E. Holmes, Edmund W. Hubard, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph 


R. Ingersoll, Joseph Johnson, George W. Jones, Seaborn | 


Jones, Thomas Butler King, Lawrence, Lewis, Long, 
McClean, MeConnell, MeCrate, McHenry, Melivaine, 
Marsh, Miller, Morse, Moseley, Pendleton, Pollock, Rath- 
bun, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Seammon, Schenck, Seddon, Severance, Simpson, T'ru- 
man Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, Strohm, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, ‘Tilden, Tredway, Trumbo, Vin- 
ton, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Wood, Woodward, 
Wright, Yancey, and Young—93. 

So the vote was not reconsidered. 

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House pro- 


ceeded to the consideration of bills on the private 
calendar. 


The bill for the allowance of the commutation | 
of five years full pay, in lieu of the half-pay for | 
life, to which Col. Wm. Grayson, of the revolu- || 


tionary army, was entitled, to his legal representa- 
tives, was first in order. 

This bill was ably and extensively debated for 
several days in Committee of the Whole, and was 


reported to the House with a recommendation that || 
it pass. On the 28th March it was rejected on the || 
question that it be engrossed and read the third | 


time; and on the 30th of the same month a motion 


Nm made to reconsider the vote thus rejecting the 
it, 


And the question now came up on the reconsid- 
eration. 


Mr. HILLIARD, in a short and eloquent 
speech, portrayed the life and eminent public 


services, military and civil, of Col. Grayson, and | 


“aoa advocated the bill. 


_Mr. HOGE moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 


Mr. MecDOWELL, of Ohio, moved a call of 


the House. It was negatived. 
Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina, moved an 
adjournment. 


The yeas and nays being ordered, he with- 
drew it. 


It was renewed by another member; and— 
The question w 


there were for the adj i 
journment 39, against it 105. 
So the House refused to om.” 


RINKERHOFF, on further considera- | 


‘The question was then taken on the demand for | 
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And the question was then taken by yeas and 
nays that the motion to reconsider do lie on the 


| table, and there were: Yeas 82, nays 67. 


Sundry bills which have heretofore been report- 
ed from the Committee of the Whole, with a rec- 
ommendation that they do pass, being first in or- 


| der, viz: 


The bill for the relief of Wiley B. Parnell; 
The bill for the relief of Isabella Baldridee, wid- 
ow of Captain John Baldridge; 
The bill for the relief of Sampson Brown; 
Were severally ordered to a third reading, were 
read a third time, and passed. 
The bill for the relief of Langtry and Jenkins 
coming up— 
Mr. GARRETT DAVIS opposed the bill. 
Mr. DANIEL explained the case, and the pa- 
pers were read. 
Messrs. STEPHEN ADAMS and POLLOCK 
supported the bill. 
After the debate closed, the bill was ordered 
to athird reading, and was read the third time and 
assed, 
And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, -4pril 13, 1846. 
Mr. ATCHISON presented a petition of 620 
citizens of Missouri, asking that Havana, in 


that State, may be made the eastern terminus of | 


the mail-route to Oregon. A bill upon the subject 


| having been reported, the petition was laid on the 


table. 

Mr. DIX presented two remonstrances of citi- 
zens of Ontario and Cayuga counties, New York, 
against the renewal of Jethro Wood’s patent; 
which were laid on the table. 

Mr. CORWIN presented a remonstrance of cit- 
izens of Medina county, Ohio, against the renewal 
of Jethro Wood’s patent; which was laid on the 
table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented several 
petitions from citizens of Louisiana, praying an 


| appropriation for the removal of obstructions to 
| the navigation of the Sabine river; which were re- 


ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented the petition of the 
administrator of James Livingston, deceased, pray- 
ing to be allowed commutation pay, with interest; 
which was referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 


Mr. DIX submitted the following resolution; 


' which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Library 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of || 
purchasing a portrait of the Baron Steuben. 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON submitted the following 


| resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be directed 
to communicate to the Senate any proceeding or 


| decision of the commissioners sitting under the 


treaty of Paris of 1831, by which any claims for 


| spoliations on American commerce by the French 
| prior to the ratification of the convention of Septem- | 
| ber 30, 1800, were rejected or disallowed by said 
| commissioners, together with the reasons, if any, 

| assigned by said commissioners therefor. 

At the suggestion of Mr. ALLEN, the resolu- | 


tion was ordered to lie over, under the rule. 


Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, asked that said committee be discharged 


| from the further consideration of the petition of 
| Isaac Barnes, praying the right of pre-emption to 
| certain lands; which was agreed to. 


Mr. B. also, from the same committee, moved 


| that the memorial of the Legislature of Missis- 
| sippi, praying the enactment of a law for quieting 
| titles to lands in that State, be printed for the use 
| of the Senate, as containing valuable information; 
|| which motion was agreed to. 


Mr. B. also, from the same committee, to whom 


| was referred the memorial of the Galena and Chi- 
| cago Railroad Company, asking the right of way 


through the public lands, and the pre-emption right 


| to said lands through which the road should pass, 
, reported ‘*A bill to grant to the Galena and Chi- 


cago Railroad Company the right of way through 
the public lands, and for other purposes;’’ which 


|, was read, and passed to a second reading. 
as taken by yeas and nays, and || 


The report accompanying the bill was ordered 


| to be printed. 


Mr. B. also moved that the Committee on Pub- 
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| lie Lands be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the memorial of the delegates from the 
northern counties of Uhnois; which motion was 
agreed to. 
TERMINATION OF THE DEBATE. 


Mr. ALLEN rose and remarked that he thought 
it might be assumed as tolerably certain that some 
time within the present week the Senate would 
proceed to vote on the Oregon resolutions. This 
being the case, he was of the opinien that it would 
be an accommodation to many Senators to have 
an understanding as to the exact day on which the 
Senate would proceed to vote upon them. And 
he would here state that it was his intention when 
they came to the vote to move to lay upon the 
table the resolution reported by the Committee on 
Foreigu Relations, and to take up that which was 
sent to them from the House of Representatives, 
in order to test the sense of the Senate upon that 
resolution. He was desirous that a day should 
be determined on, inasmuch as some of the mem- 
bers of the body would be unavoidably absent, he 
understood, within a few days, and they would 
like to time their absence so that it should not fall 
on that day when the vote should he taken. 

Mr. R. JOHNSON. Does the Senator name a 
day? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would propose that it be Wed- 
nesday next, or Thursday, if the Senators prefer 
it 


Mr. MOREHEAD said that for one he had not 
the slightest objection to fixing upon some day for 
terminating the debate, provided it was not to be 
revarded as establishine a precedent. 

[Mr. WEBSTER here intimated that such was 

| not the intention. ] 

Mr. M. was quite willing, then, that Thursday 
should be the day. He would remind the Sena- 
tor, however, that discussion micht arise on the 
various propositions by way of amendment to the 
resolution of notice, which would preclude the 
possibility of taking the final vote on that day. 

Mr. R. JOIINSON presumed that any gentle- 
man desiring to speak on Thursday, would not be 
cut off by this arrangement. 

Mr. HANNEGAN. Certainly not. 
Senate may refuse to adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN stated that it was not proposed to 
establish any arbitrary rule, which would be con- 
trary to the practice of the Senate. Nor was it his 
desire to interfere with the rights or wishes of any 
Senator who might desire to speak. But every 
Senator could resolve in his own mind that the de- 
bate should terminate, and not to adjourn before a 

| vote was taken. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Ihave no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN then suggested that Wednesday 
might be fixed on. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Thursday. 

M. ALLEN acquiesced, and named Thursday. 

Mr. MOREHEAD suggested that a discussion, 
after the first vote, might arise on the various 
amendments, and the debate might thus be pro- 
tracted beyond the day named. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Such debate would be short. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is not likely that a discussion 
| on the amendments would be a very protracted 
one. After a debate of such length, every Senator 
must have pretty clearly determined, in his own 
| mind, as to the form of notice for which he will 
| vote. As regards myself, such is my unwilling- 
| ness to put off the final vote on this question, that 
| I will waive my right to reply to any remarks 
| made during the discussion, reserving the privilege 


But the 


‘| to answer on some occasion which may present 


| itself hereafter. When a running discussion arises, 
| it has been the usual practice of the Senate to sit 
| it out; otherwise, we should no sooner see land, 
| than we might be at sea again. 

Here the conversation dropped. 


j 

| 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON expressed a oe that 
| the resolution which he had just submitted might 
| be taken up for consideration. 
| Mr. ALLEN had no particular objection. He 
| asked for the reading. 





The resolution was then read. 
M. WEBSTER briefly explained its object. A’ 
reference of petitions and memorials regarding cer- 
| tain claims had been made to a committee, in thé 
| duties of which the honorable Senator from Dela- 


‘| ware (Mr. J. M. Crayton] took a principal part. 


' These claims were for spoliations by the French 
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prior to the ratification of the treaty with France | 


of the 30th of September, 1300. 
consideration in support of the equity and justice 
of the claims, it was alleged, and alleged truly, 
that when the five millions of dollars were obtained 
under the treaty of 1831, as an indemnity to indi- 
viduals who had sustained losses in consequence 
of French spoliations, and when the commissioners 
came to adjust the claims, they rejected all claims 
arising prior to the formation of that treaty, upon 
the supposition that the United States had herself 
assumed the payment of them. 


As one important | 


i 


Mr. ALLEN said he was quite willing to with- | 
draw his objections, and allow the resolution to be | 


adopted, 

Mr. J 
tion might be considered as an amendment to one 
which he had offered a few days ago. That reso- 
lution inquired respecting claims prior to 1800 gen- 
erally. Tle had ascertained, however, that there 


M. CLAYTON observed that the resolu- | 


were others which did not fall precisely under that | 


class, but which had nevertheless arisen prior to 
the ratifiention of the treaty of 1800. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON rose and said that he had it in 
contemplation, provided no other Senator should 
have possession of the floor on Wedne sday next, 
tonddress the Senate on that day on the subject of 


Oregon, and adduce such reasons as he might then | 


have to offer for the vote which he should give 
upon that subje et, 


SECRET-SERVICE FUND. 
The resolution submitted on Friday, by Mr. 


Janwaaiy, calling upon the President for accounts | 


of the disbursement of the secret-service fund, 


from 1825 to the present time, was, at the sugges- 


tion of the mover, passed over informally. 

[The substance of that resolution was imbodied 
inthe call of Mr. Aven, in yesterday’s proceed- 
ings. | 


GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 


The Senate considered the adverse 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims upon the pe- 
tiuion of Reuben Mills; which was concurred in. 

Also the adverse report of the Committee on 
Pensions, upon the petition of Deliverance Slassin; 
which was concurred in. 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 


report of the | 


Pensions, upon the petition of Abigail Reeves; | 


which was concurred in. 
The act to change the distribution of duties be- 


tween the several naval bureaus, was, at the sug- | 


gestion of Mr. Arcuer, passed by informally. 
{A message was received from the House of 


Representatives, announcing that said House had | 


passed bills for the relief of Langtry & Jenkins, 
Sampson Brown, Isabella Baldridge, and Wiley 
BL. Parnell, in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was aske d. | 

{Several messages in writing were received from 
the President of the United States. ] 


SPECIAL ORDER—OREGON—THE NOTICE. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
special order of the day; when 

Mr. UPHAM, who was entitled to the floor, 
beme absent, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON stated, that as the Senator 
from Vermont, who was entitled to the floor, was 


oe from addressing the Senate by sickness, | 


1e would avail himself of this opportunity to pre- 
sent the conclusions of his mind on the subject. 
In doing this, he intimated his intention to read 
some remarks which he had prepared at an earlier 
stage of the debate. He commented on the form 


of resolution submitted by Mr. Crirrenven, ex- | 


pressing his regret that it was not more explicit, 
although he did not say that he would not vote for 
it. If any notice be given, he thought it should be 
accompanied by a specific opinion recommending 
a just and honorable compromise of the question. 
He contended that if both Governments adhered 
to their original claims, there would be no peace- 
ful adjustment. 
taken by some Senators that the joint resolution 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, by directing 


In reference to the objections | 


the President to issue the notice, took from him | 


all responsibility in the matter, he did not attach 
such weight to the objection as others might. It 


was a ditlerence in terms, rather than in substance. || 
Whether a discretionary power be vested in the | 


President or not, Congress must take its full share 
of the responsibility, He did not feel much anx- 


iety about postponing the giving of the notice, | cisely as strong and clear as now. Asto the third 
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whether it was the close of the session, or the || of these purposes, he alleged that the laws enacted 


30th of June, as proposed by the Senator from | by Great Britain were merely for the protec 
If it was a peace measure, the sooner | 


Maryland. 
it was given the better. 


As to the resolution from the House of Repre- | 


sentatives, he contended that the second part of || 


that resolution did not intend to be an expression 
of the House in favor of adjustment by negotia- 
tion; but merely as an indication that the House 
did not desire to interfere with any pending nego- 
tiation. ‘The form of notice in the proposition of 
the Senator from Kentucky-was more in acecord- 
ance with his views than either the resolution of 
the House of Representatives or that reported by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

On the subject of title, he did not propose to go 
into a eritical investigation, but he would say that 
he did not regard the title we had set up to the whole, 


as so clear and indisputable, that we cannot hon- | 


orably agree to a compromise. We have fre- 
quently negotiated on the basis of a compromise, 


and treated the question of our title to the whole as | 
an open question. To settle this by compromise in- | 


volves no point of honor. Our ancestors, who 
were neither fools nor idiots, were willing to adopt 
this basis, and there can be nothing in a repetition 
of the desire which can bring disgrace on our pres- 
ent counsels. 

He here quoted from Mr. Rush, to show the 
opinion of that gentleman that, sincere as he was 


in his belief of the superiority of our title, he was _ 


bound in justice to say, that he believed the Min- 
isters with whom he had to negotiate were equally 
sincere in their convictions. His State would not 
support him in any vote which would rashly plunge 
us Into a war, any more than it would in any 
dishonorable concession for the purpose of preserv- 
ing peace. War, however, he did not regard as 
within the scope of probability, unless brought on 
by our own mismanagement. 

Reviewing the correspondence between Mr. Bu- 
chanan and Mr. Pakenham on the subject of ar- 
bitration, he insisted that the Secretary of State 
had taken wrong grounds in that correspondence; 
and he remarked, in detail, on the insufficiency of 
the objections with which the propositions of the 
British Minister were met. If Mr. Buchanan 
was right in his view that the territorial rights of 


the United States could not be made the subject of | 


arbitration, why had our Government agreed to an 
arbitration for the purpose of determining as to 
territorial rights to be surrendered in Maine? If 
we have such a perfect title to the whole of Oregon, 
how is it that we made the convention of 1817 with 
Great Britain? and how is it that Mr. Polk was 
induced to offer to Great Britain an adjustment on 
the parallel of 49? : 


| of negotiation? 


While he believed that the Oregon question would | 


be amicably settled, ne stated that he should give 
his vote in favor of such an increase of the navy 
and army as the growing exient and increasing 
interests of our country demanded. To prepare 
for war in time of peace, was the policy of the 
arty with which he acted. If war should come, 
* would be found fighting with his country against 
foreign aggression. Connecticut had, in a former 
war, contributed more, in proportion to her size, 


tion 
and government of her own subjects, and had never 


been extended over the citizens of the United 
States. There was no danger of collisions while 
this state of things continued. As to the last pur- 
aay he denied that the business of the country 
oo been paralyzed by the delay in giving the no- 

He asked if it was likely that the giving of no- 
tice would induce Great Britain to renew any offer 
The notice, in itself, was a harm- 
less measure; it was in the bond. But if the pas- 
sage of the notice was to be accompanied by those 
measures the tendency of which was to provoke 
hostility, then we must expect war. It appeared 
to him, therefore, to be proper that the notice 
should not be given, or that it should be given jn 
such a form as would express the desire of Con- 
gress for an amicable adjustment of the question 
by an honorable and a just compromise. 

Mr. HANNEGAN moved that the Senate now 
adjourn, but withdrew the motion, 

Mr. SEVIER having expressed a wish that the 
Senate should proceed to the consideration of Ex- 
ecutive business. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The following message from the President of 
the United States was then read: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

In answer to the resolution of the Senate of the 
1}th instant, calling for * copies of any correspond- 
ence that may have taken place between the au- 
thorities of the United States and those of Great 


| Britain, since the last documents transmitted to 


| the authorities of the 


Congress, in relation to the subject of the Oregon 
territory, or so much thereof as may be commu- 
nicated without detriment to the public interest,’ 
I have to state that no correspondence in relation 
to the Oregon territory has taken place between 
United States and those of 
Great Britain since the date of the last documents 
on the subject transmitted by me to Congress. 
AMES K. POLK. 
Wasnineton, fpril 13, 1846. 
Mr. WEBSTER asked for a second reading. 
The message was again read by the Secretary. 
Mr. WEBSTER. The answer of the President 
to the resolution of the Senate seems to be com- 
lete, but does not preclude the idea that there has 
mes correspondence between the Department of 


| State and the American Minister in London. Ido 


not mean to say that there has been any such cor- 
respondence; but it seems to be generally under- 


|| stood that there are letters from Mr. McLane, 


whether important or not I cannot say; but if thero 


| be such letters, they are clearly not within the 


towards the clothing of the army, than any other || 
State; and she would be found, in any future war, 


equally prompt and energetic in her action. 


He believed that notice in some form should be | 


passed, although he thought it probable, that before 
many months or weeks had passed, events might 
transpire which would render any notice unneces- 
sary. The joint resolution, as reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, he could not sup- 
port; and, in his judgment, it ought not to be car- 
ried. 

The notice was advocated as necessary for one 
of four purposes. Ist. For the protection of our 
people in Oregon, and of such as may hereafter set- 
tle there. 2d. For the assertion and maintenance 
of our claim to the territory. 


3d. To prevent fu- | 


ture collisions between the people of the two coun- | 


tries. 


trade. 

To the first, he answered that our people in Or- 
egon required no new policy for their protection. 
They were on excellent terms with their British 
neighbors, and were very likely to continue so. 
To the second, he replied that, if no notice were 
to pass, our title and claims would remain pre- 





And 4th. ‘To quiet the public mind, and | 
remove the paralysis which now suspends our | 


terms of the call. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON did not think it proper 
to call for letters sent by the American Minister at 
London; all he had asked was the correspondence 
between the two Governments. 

Mr. WEBSTER. There is nothing more pro- 
per, and sometimes nothing more important, than 
to ask for the correspondence between the Depart- 
ment here and the American Minister at London. 

Mr. ALLEN then moved that the message be 
laid on the table and printed; which was agreed 
to. 

. CHEROKEE INDIANS. 


A message from the President, in relation to 
the existing difficulties between the several bands 
of the Cherokee Indians, and the recent murders 
committed by some of the said Indians, was also 
read; and, 

On motion of Mr. SEVIER, was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. S. also moved that the message and accom- 
panying documents be printed. = 

Mr. JARNAGIN was opposed to the printing 
until the committee had examined the nature of the 
documents. 

Mr. SEVIER suggested that, as the message 
had also been sent to the House of Representa- 
tives, it would doubtless be printed. He consid- 
ered it impracticable for the committee to wade 
through the documents in their manuscript form, 
and persisted in his motion to print, which mouon 
was agreed to. 

The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Langtry & Jenkins was read a first 


mn 


or 
st 
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and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
‘The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Sampson Brown, was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Pehe bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Isabella Baldridge, widow of Captain 
John Baldridge, was read a first and second ume, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Wiley B. Parnell, of Blount county, 
Alabama, was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, the Senate then pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and after a few minutes so spent, the doors were 
again opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, -4pril 13, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read in 
t— 
Ve J.P. MARTIN moved that the further read- | 
ing be dispensed with, and that the House proceed 
to the orders of the day, with a view to take action 
on the bill in relation to the mileage of members. 
And the question having been taken, the House 
decided that the further reading should not be dis- 
pensed with, 
The Journal was then read through, and ap- 
roved. 
The SPEAKER said that the regular business 


of the day would be the call of the States for reso- || 


lutions, commencing with the Territory of lowa. 


Mr. BRODHEAD asked leave to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution, which was read for informa- | 
tion: | 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union be discharged from the fur- | 
ther consideration of the House bill, entitled ‘* A || 
bill relative to licensing, &c., of canal boats.’’ 

Objection having been made, the resolution was i 
not received. 
| 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. ASHMUN asked for leave to make a brief 
personal explanation; and leave being granted, he | 
said, that while he was absent from the House on || 
Saturday, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Yan- | 
cey] had made an allusion to him which he desired 
to notice. 

Mr. SEABORN JONES suggested that Mr. 
YANCEY was not now in his seat, and that the ex- 
planation had better be made at some time when he 
was present. 

Mr. ASHMUN said he would, with great pleas- | 
ure, defer his remarks, according to the suggestion, 
if he could be sure of having the floor at a future 
time, although the gentleman from Alabama had 
made his statement at a time when he (Mr. A.) | 
was out of the House. But he would be governed | 
by the general sense of the House. i| 

[Cries of ‘* go on’’ from all parts of the House.] | 

Mr. ASHMUN then proceeded to say that he | 
found in the report of Saturday’s debate, as given 
in the Intelligencer of this morning, the following: 

“Mr. Yancey asked leave to make a personal 
explanation, and leave being granted, he said: ‘I | 
perceive, Mr. Speaker, in the Baltimore American 
of this morning, in a letter written by its letter- | 
writer from this city, the following statement in 
its ame of the proceedings of the House yes- 
terday:’ 

_‘**Mr. Yancey spoke nearly an hour in con- 
tinued animadversion upon Mr. Webster. He 
would loathe, he said, to keep company with Daniel | 
Webster, and the whole speech was in the spirit | 
of this remark.’ 

‘“* The writer (said Mr. Y.) mistook my remark. 
What I did say, alluding to the facts I had some- 
what fully demonstrated in relation to his political 
course during the last war and some other of his |, 
public acts, was, that I should loathe any political | 
connexion with Mr. Webster. And soI am re- | 
ported in the National Intelligencer of this morn- | 
ing. How I would like a personal connexion, it 
1s not for me now to say. 

‘In another portion of the letter, this letter- 
writer says that, in relation to Mr. Webster being 
a pensioned agent of the manufacturing interest— 
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| endeavoring to sustain the tariff. 


| Ashmun 
| Brown, William G. Brown, William W. Campbell, Carroll, 
| Cocke, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Garrett Davis, 
| Jefferson Davis, Dixon, Dockery, Dromgoole, John H. Ew- 
| ing, Foot, Gentry, Graham, Grider, Hampton, Harper, Hen- 


**«Mr. Asumun said the charge was untrue, 
and called for proof.’ 

“Now, (said Mr. Y.,) Mr. Asumun said no 
such thing, or if he said it, it did not reach my 
ears. 

‘** The report of the Intelligencer says that Mr. 
Asumun rose and interrupted me, and f refused the 
interruption. ‘Thereupon he took his seat. He did 
not say the charge was untrue: if he said it, it was 
in such a tone of voice that I did not hear it.” 

Now, sir, I desire to set this matter right, and 
state the occurrence precisely as it took place. It 
will be recollected, that on ‘Thursday the gentleman 
from Alabama had made specific charges against 
Mr. Webster upon the authority of newspaper ru- 
mors. He charged, upon this authority, that Mr. 
Webster stood in the Senate as the pensioned agent 
of the manufacturing interest; that the manufactur- 
ers had raised a fund of $100,000 to place him in 
the Senate; and he asked whether, when he came 
to advocate the tariff, he would not stand before the 
people as a pensioned agent, and roll this fund asa 
sweet morsel under his tongue? Not content with 
this—with stating in such general terms these news- 
paper rumors—he, on the next day, repeated the 
general charge, with an additional specification, that 
he understood, upon the same newspaper authority, 
that the $100,000 had been invested in manufactur- 
ing stocks, so that his interest was more direct in 
At this point I 
did interrupt the gentleman from Alabama, and 
asked him to yield the floor for an explanation, but 


_ he peremptorily refused to permit me to make an 


explanation. ‘This he hada right todo. An ap- 
peal of this kind is only to the courtesy of the gen- 
tleman who is upon the floor; and he must exercise 
it according to his own views of propriety. I have 
no right to complain. 
man thus refused me the opporwnity of explana- 
tion, I did say that the charge was not true. The 


| gentleman says that ** Mr. Asumun said no such 


thing, or if he said it, it did not reach my ears.’’ 
I presume, then, that he did not hear it; but I did 


| say it in a tone of voice which was intended to 


reach him, and every one else in the House, and 
it was heard by every gentleman around, and by 
some, at least, of the reporters of the public press. 
The account of the occurrence, therefore, in the 


But, sir, when the gentle- | 


Baltimore American, so far as I am concerned, is | 


correct. 


AMERICAN SETTLERS IN OREGON. 
Mr. JAMES THOMPSON moved that the 


| House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union, (for the purpose of ta- 
king up the bill to protect the rights of American 
settlers in the territory of Oregon until the termi- 


| nation of the joint occupation of the same.) 


Mr. BOYD demanded tellers, but changed his 


| motion to a demand for the yeas and nays; which 


were ordered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayly, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, James 


| Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, Boyd, Burt, Catheart, 


Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Cummins, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, Dargan, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, 
Douglass, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, Fries, Garvin, Giles, 
Gordon, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Hoge, Hopkins, Hough, 
Geo. S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford, James 
B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Seaborn 
Jones, Kennedy, La Sere, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, 
McClernand, MeCrate, Joseph J. MeDowell, McKay, John 
P. Martin, Barkley Martin, Niven, Norris, Owen, Parrish, 


| Price, Rathbun, Reid, Ritter, Sawyer, Leonard H. Simms, 


Simpson, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Starkweather, 
Sykes, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, ‘Tredway, 
Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, Woodward, Yan- 


| cey, and Yell—80. 


NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, John Q. Adams, Stephen Adams, | 


Barringer, Bell, Blanchard, Brodhead, Milton 


ley, Elias B. Holmes, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Joseph R, 
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tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Tompson] should not prevail, he (Mr. B.) would 
move to take up the bill ia relation to the licensing 
of canal boats, 

And Mr. HARALSON gave notice of a bill, 
the utle of which could not be heard, but which 
was understood to be a bill in relation to certain 
fortifications. 

The question, on the motion of Mr. THOMP- 
SON having been taken, the vote stood—ayes 79, 
noes 68. ; 

So the committee proceeded to the consideration 
of the following bill: which was read through: 

“A BILL to protect the rights of American settlers in the 


territory of Oregon, until the termination of the joint oc- 
cupation of the same. 


‘* Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Stutes of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
the jurisdiction of the supreme court of the Territory of 
lowa, and the laws of said Territory, so far as the same 
may be applicable, are hereby extended over all that 
portion of the territory of the United States which lies 
west of the Roeky Mountains; and also over all that por- 
tion of the intermediate country west of the Missouri river, 
and between the fortieth and forty-third parallels of north 
latitude: Provided, That this act shall not be construed nor 
exeeuted in such a manner as to deprive the subjects of 
Great Britain of any of the rights and privileges secured by 
the third article of the treaty signed at London, October 
20th, eighteen hundred and eighteen, and continued in force 
by the treaty of August sixth, eighteen hundred and twenty 
seven, (until said treaty stipulation shall cease by virtue of 
the notice provided for in the second article of said last 
mentioned treaty.) 

“Seo, 2. and he it further enacted, That all the country 
deseribed in the first section of this act shall constitute one 


| judicial distriet, and a district court shall be beld therein by 


the judge to be appointed under this act, at sugh times and 
places as he shall designate; and said court shall possess 
all the powers and authority vested in the present district 
courts of said ‘Territory of Lowa. An additional justice of 
the supreme court of the Territory of Towa shall be ap 

pointed, who shall hold his office by the same tenure, re- 
ceive the same compensation, and possess the same powers 
and authority as are conferred by law upon the other jashees 
of said court, and who shall hold the district courts in said 
district as aforesaid. 

“See. 3. And be it further enacted, That the President 
be hereby authorized to appoint the requisite number of 
justices of the peace and such ministerial officers as shall 
be necessary for the due execution of the laws: Provided, 
That any subject of Great Britain who shall be arrested un 
der the provisions of this act, for crime alleged to have been 
committed within the territory of the United States west of 
the Rocky Mountains, while the same remains free and open 


to the vessels, citizens, and subjects of the United States and 


Great Britain, pursuant to stipulations between the two 
Powers, shall be delivered up for trial, on proof of his being 


| such British subject, to the nearest and most convenient au 


thorities having cognizance of such offence by the laws of 
Great Britain. 
“Src. 4, And be it further enacted, That provision shall 


' hereafter be made by law te secure and grant to every white 


persou, male or female, over the age of eighteen years, three 
hundred and twenty acres of land; and to every white per- 
son, male or female, under the age of eighteen years, one 
hundred and sixty acres of land, who shall have resided in 
the said territory described in the first section of this act for 
five consecutive years, to commence within three years 
from the passage of this act. 

“ Sec. 5. And he it further enacted, That there shall be 
appointed, in the manner provided by law for similar officers, 
a superintendent of Indian affairs, and such [Indian agents 
and sub-agents as shall be necessary to the public interests, 
to whom may be intrusted, under the direction of the Presi- 
dent, and in accordance with the existing laws, so far as 
they may be consistent with the purport of this act, the reg- 
ulation of trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and 
the exeention of the laws herein extended over the country 
described in the first section of this act. 

“Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the President be, 


| and he is hereby, authorized to cause to be erected such 


block houses, stockades, or military posts, as shall be neces 


sary to protect emigrants, settlers, and traders on the ruute 


to and in the territory of Oregon, against Indian depreda- 
tiows and aggressions, and to furnish such ammuniiion and 
supplies as shall be necessary to their defence. 

“ Sec. 7. And he it further enacted, That the President be 


| hereby authorized to cause to be raised, officered, and equip- 


ped, in such manner as the President shall direct, two regt- 
ments of mounted men, to guard and protect emigrants, 


| settlers and traders, against the Indians. 


“Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That a mail-route be, 
and is hereby, established froin St. Joseph’s, Missouri, to the 


| mouth of the Columbia river. 


Ingersoll], Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Thomas But- || 
ler King, Lewis, Long, MeClean, McConnell, J. McDowell, || 


McGaughey, McHenry, Melivaine, Marsh, Miller, Morse, 
Moseley, Pendleton, Phelps, Pollock, Ramsey, Relfe, Ju- 
lius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Scammon, 


| Schenck, Seddon, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
| Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, St. Jolin, Strohm, Thibodeaux, 
bbatts, Trumbo, Vinton, Winthrop, Wood, | 


Thomasson, Ti 
Woodruff, Wright, and Young—78. 


So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Hamu, 


| of Maine, in the chair. 


Mr. JAMES THOMPSON moved that the | 


committee proceed to the consideration of the bill 
above designated by him. 


Mr. BRODHEAD gave notice that if the mo- 


“ Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the suin of three 
hundred thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated to carry the provisions of this act into effect.” 


Mr. JAMES THOMPSON was understood to 


| give notice of his intention to strike out those sec- 


tions of the bill in relation to riflemen and stock- 


| ade forts. 


The bill being then read by sections, and the first: 


| section being under consideration, 


Mr. McHENRY moved to amend it by insert- 
ing after the words ‘* west of the Rocky Moun- 
tains,’* the words “ south of the 49th parallet of 
north latitude.”’ 

Mr. McH. spoke briefly in support of the amend- 
ment. He had been in favor of the notice, he said, 
and had so voted in every shape and form; but, 
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upon mature reflection, he was free to say that our 
title beyond the 49th degree was not such as, in 
his estimation, would justify this House in placing 
itself in such a position as would almost with cer- 
tainty lead to a conflict with Great Britain. If the 
President had asked for the various measures he 
had recommended, simply with the assurance of 
having the controversy amicably settled, he (Mr. 
Mell.) would be in favor of extending our laws 
in general terms over all that portion of territory 
west of the Rocky Mountains. But inasmuch as 
in his Message the President had assumed the po- 
sition that our title to 54° 40’ was clear and unques- 
tionable, and had indicated that every measure 


adopted for the purpose of taking possession of 
the territory would be carried to that extent, he 
(Mr. McH.) could not, by his vote, place in the 
President's hands the power to take possession of 
territory beyond what he believed to be clearly 
ours, He would not trouble the House at this 
tle thoucht 
title to the Columbia river, and to the rezion 


time with anv remarks upon the title. 
our 
drained by it, was good, and he would be willing 
to stand by il. He believed that the notice ou rhit 
to be given for the purpose of settling that ques- 


tion. But he thourht that we 


should take posses- 
o much as we all conceived we had a 
certain title to. He thought it would be better 


not to vo beyond that point, as to which we could 


rion of only 


all be unanimous, and as to which we all agreed 
that our tthe was undoubted. If, as some een 

tleman thought, there was even now the prospect 
of a difficulty with one of the greatest Powers of 
the « arf the consequence sof which would be most 
disastrous, why should they be forced into meas- 
ures which their own judgment did not approve? 
Was it good policy ? He thought not. His amend- 
ment surrendered nothing; it did not in the slight- 
est degree interfere with our title beyond the 49th 
parallel, tf we had a good utle to the territory be- 
yond it. ‘The amendment merely designated the 
line of 49°, as that upon which the President could 
receive unanimous & upport, and of w hich we could 
thus take possession. He (Mr. McH.) was not 
disposed to condemn the President in advance; but 
when he said that his opinion was, that our utle to 
54° 40' was clear and unquestionable, and asked 
Congress to take possession of that whole territo- 
ry, he for one did not feel inclined to extend these 
measures beyond the point up to which he himself 
thought that our title was clear and manifest. And 
he adverted briefly to the bad policy ofa different 
course of conduct. He would go as far as any 
man in sustaining the honor of the country. But 
this was a mere matter of policy. The amend- 
ment proposed the surrender of nothing. It mere- 
ly said that, having got rid of the treaty of joint 
occupation, we would take possession of the tervi- 
tory so far as our title was clearly good. He 
would not now enter upon the question of title. If 
hereafter he should write out his remarks, he might 
state explicitly what his views on that point were, 

Mr. WENTWORTH said he rose merely to 
make a few inquiries. He hoped he had made his 
last Oregon speech. Indeed, he hoped so at the 
last session. He came here expecting to pass Ore- 
gon and Texas both under the operation of the 
previous question. He hoped to make but one 
more speech, and he would commend it to all 
others, and that was **ay’’ on the passage of the 
notice and the bill. 

At the last session of Congress, this House pass- 
ed a bill extending jurisdiction up to 54° 40’, bya 
vote of 140 to 59, embracing all the Democrats of 
this House but five, and all the South Carolina 
delegation but one. The Democrats opposing it, 
were Messrs. Campbell of South Carolina, Chap- 
man of Alabama, Coles of Virginia, Davis of New 
York, and Jones of Tennessee. 

Now the first question he wished to ask was 
this: ** What has occurred since the adjournment 
of the last Congress to make our title good to only 
forty-nine degrees now, when it was good to fifty- 
four degrees and forty minutes when the House 
passed the bill, at the last session ? 

He wanted some gentleman to reply to this, if 
there was any gentleman who would change his 
extent of claim since the last session. 

He now wished, in all sincerity, to have the hon- 
orable gentleman from Kentucky answer him one 
question; and that question was, would he vote to 
extend the ordinary territorial organization over 
all of Oregon, up to the 49th degree, by the ap- 
poutment of a governor, judges, &c., &e.? 
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our possessions to 49°, because he believed our 
title was good up to that parallel. He would go 
for any measure, before the expiration of the year 
and after the notice was given, that would not in- 
terfere with our treaty stipulations; and after the 
year he would goto take absolute possession of 
the whole of that territory to which we were en- 
titled. ; 

Mr. WENTWORTH then asked Mr. McHen- 
ry if his course would not plunge the country into 
a war? He wanted to know if he had any reason 
to believe that Great Britain would not make it a 
cause of war quite as quick if we took possession 
up to the 49th degree, as if we took it all up to the 
54th degree 40 minutes? 

Mr. McHENRY rose to reply, and asked Mr. 
Wenrworru if he would not accept of the 49th 
degree, if Great Britain should offer it? 

Mr. WENTWORTH said, ** No, sir; no, sir.” 

Mr. McHIENRY proceeded to say that the po- 
sition which he assumed was this, that now, as 
we were about to take measures to extend our 
possessions, we should give the notice. He was 
willing to take possession at once as far as he be- 
lieved our title honestly extended, without rezard 
to what might or what might not be the opinions 
of Great Britain. : 

Mr. WENTWORTH said he had one more 
question to ask, and, as it was his last, he would 
not give way for an answer, but would close by 
asking it, and let gentlemen answer it at their lei- 
sure. It was one that thousands besides himself 
need information upon. It was this: 

By what facts, and by what process of reason- 
ing, do we prove our title good to the 49th degree, 
and bad to every inch above it? 


. Until this shall be answered to the satisfaction 


of the people, they will always be*for 549 40. 
And so long as no one is able to assure them that 
Great Britain will not make ita cause of war as 


‘ quick to take possession to 49° as to 54° 40’, they 


will say, if war must come, let it come for the 
whole, and not a part. 


Mr. JOUN A. ROCKWELL said he felt con- | 


strained to vote against the amendment proposed 
by his friend from Kentucky. He (Mr. R.) had 
understood that in the original bill which had been 
reported from the Committee on the Territories, 
the limit of 54° 40’ was designated as being the 
northern boundary of the territory over which we 
were to extend our laws. That bil] had been re- 
committed; and he now found that that limit had 
been left out, and that the provisions of the present 
bill were these—[{Mr. R. here stated the terms of 
the section.| ‘The general terms only were used. 
He thought that we should adopt these words, and 
these alone. It was his opinion that there ought 
to be a settlement on the parallel of 49°; but he did 
not believe that it was the policy of the House or 


of Congress to pass a law or resolution fixing par- | 


ticular limits of negotiation. That, he thought, 


belonged to another department of the Government | 


—the treaty-making power; and not to Congress 
in its legislative character. There were a large 


number of settlements, consisting of British sub- | 


jects, south of 499, and if any provision was to be 
adopted to interfere with the rights of persons now 
in that territory, we might as well extend it be- 
yond the line of 49° as up to it. If, therefore, it 
was right to pass a law at all, it was right to ex- 
tend it over the entire territory. Some time ago, 
he had endeavored to show that the British laws 
extended over the whole of this territory; and not 
only so, but over all persons residing within it, 


both British and American; although, so far as any | 


action had been had, no American citizen, to his 
knowledge, had been made subject to these laws. 
The terms in the act were general terms, and they 
extended the laws of Canada over the entire terri- 
tory. He had at the same time expressed his ap- 


prepennicn that the conflict of these two systems of 
aws over the same country would be more danger- | 
ous than any other one thing that could happen. | 


Under these circumstances, if any law at all was to 


be passed, it seemed to him that there should be | 
no limitation to any particular line; and ifthe Com- | 
mittee on Territories had, wisely as he thought, |! 
struck out the line of 54° 40', he did not think | 
that the House should fix any. There were other | 


ae of the bill in respect to which he should 
ve glad at the proper time to give his opinion. He 
did not think that, generally speaking, the first 


Mr. McHENRY explained that he had said he || 


would go for every necessary measure to extend | 


section could be better expressed, with the excep- 
tion, perhaps, of that portion of it which spoke of 
the laws of the Territory of Lowa; and to that he 
would add, ‘* and the laws of the United States 
in relation to the Territory of lowa,’’ because there 
were laws which in reality constituted a portion 
of those which governed Lowa, which were laws 
of the United States, and not of that Territory 
If the section could be so amended as expressly 
to except British subjects from its operation, he 
would give his vote for that section. 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS addressed the committee from 
a position, and in @ tone of voice, which we regret 
rendered it extremely difficult to catch his remarks 
at the left of the Speaker. As far as could be 
heard, he spoke to the following effect: ; 

He was inclined to move that the committee 
rise, for the purpose of postponing the considera 
tion of this bill, until they knew whether any 
notice would be given for the termination of the 
joint convention of non-occupation of the yea; 
1823. ; 

Sir, (said Mr. A.,) it will be recollected that thy, 
first bill reported to this House on this immense. 
ly comprehensive subject of Oregon, was from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and that it was be- 
fore the resolution of notice was reported from th: 


| Committee on Foreign Affairs; and that when that 


bill was brought forward, there was a very gen- 
eral doubt entertained in this city, whether the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs would report the 
notice at all; and that, then, in addressing the 
House, I suid that I considered the question of 
notice the first of all the measures (of which there 
were many) to be determined upon in reference to 
this subject. It was then a question whether the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs would report to this 
House the notice. In the course of a few days 
| after that date, the resolution of notice was report- 
ed; it was debated for several weeks in this House, 
leaving the bills of the Committee on Military Af. 
fairs in the mean time in abeyance, as well as al! 
other measures on the same subject. Afier three 
or four weeks of debate, highly animated, extreme- 
ly eloquent on the part of the opposition to that 
measure, as well as of its friends, this House, by 
a majority of one hundred and nine votes, passed 
the resolution of notice. 
Sir, I confess, after all that had been said in this 
House against that notice, upon principles of ex- 
pediency, and uponany others which were brought 
in opposition to it, when I found a majority of this 
House composed of both the great political par- 
ties passing the notice by a majority more than 
three to one, I did hope that we should have that 
measure very soon disposed of, not only by this 
House, but by the other House. The resolution 
of notice has been now, I believe, more than two 
months under the consideration of the other branch 
of Congress; it passed this House on the Sth of 
| February. And now I hear it stated that the pre- 

vailing operation in both Houses of Congress, and 
| among the people of the nation, is immediately 
tending, if not already consummated, to the pout 
that this whole business is to be terminated by 
proposing to Great Britain that which she has three 
or four times rejected with contempt—the line of 
' 49° of north latitude. ; 

I am told, sir, that this is so universal an opin- 
ion in this House, as well as in the other, and 
among the people of this country, that I am almost 
afraid to say that I am not for settling the quesuon 
at the line of 49°. I must venture it, sir, because 
‘itis so. And now, sir, as we are told the consist- 

ency of great statesmen consists in change of opin- 

ions—which I call the philosophy of the weather- 

cock—I say, that if this House pass this bill, and 
| instead of putting down “ south of the line of 49°, 
as is proposed by this amendment, will say ‘‘south 
of latitude 54° 40’,” I will vote for it. We havea 
convention with Russia, that we will not make 
settlements north of 54° 40’; and by the same con- 
vention, Russia has intimated to us that she will 
make no settlements south of that line. — : 

Sir, there are perhaps the larger portion of my. 
‘| own constituents—certainly a large proportion of 
the people of this country—who would not go with 
me In thie conviction, and who are already blaming 
me for having assumed, at this session, that that 
was the line to which we are entitled. — 

Sir, it is no novel opinion inme. This hand was 
the first that drew the line of the boundaries of 
this country to the southern sea, in what was called 
the Florida treaty. That line was first drawn 
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from latitade 42° north, including all the posses- 
sions held by Spain, and then, by subsequent 
stipulations with Russia, it was limited, so far as 
our settlement was concerned, to the line of 54° 
40’. And I beg leave to say, with respect to 
these boundaries, and to the boundaries of a treaty 
which Great Britain, within one year after ours, 
made with Russia, for the first time acknowledg- 
ing, on her part, the line of Russia at 54° 40’, 
that Great Britain made the same stipulations with 
Russia, which we had already made, and recog- 
nised the right of Russia to make settlements 
north of 54° 40’, and stipulated with Russia that 
she would make no such settlements north of that 
line. | 

Now, sir—and this I say certainly not boasting- 
ly on my part, but as a matter of fact—by the 
treaty with Spain the line of 42° of latitude from 
a certain position on the Arkansas river to the 
South Sea was first drawn by me with a stipula- 
tion on the part of Spain that from that parallel of 
latitude north, all her rights were ceded to the 
United States. Sir, I think it was in the year 
1843—— 

Mr. FARAN rose and said, before the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts left this part of the sub- 
ject, he wished to ask him whether it was not a 
great consideration in the settlement of that treaty 
with Spain that that portion of territory called 
Texas was ceded to Spain in order that we might 
acquire a perfect title through her to the Oregon 
territory? Whether that was not a great consid- 
eration at the time? 

Mr. ADAMS. It was no consideration at all. 
Texas was not a question at the time of the nego- 
tiation of that treaty, or until years afterwards— 
that Spain should relinquish all her claim to Ore- 
gon in consideration of our giving up Texas. If 
such a compact was made at the Baltimore con- 
vention, or anywhere else, it was not binding on 
him, (Mr. A.) His position was, that the right 


of the United States to the line of 54° 40° was | 


founded on no such agreement, and he repudiated 
it in all its parts. 


Mr. FARAN (Mr. A. again yielding) explained 


that he had not intended to say that the title of the | 
United States to Oregon was founded on anything | 


of the kind. But he had simply wished to inquire 
whether, in the negotiation respecting that treaty, 
it was not one consideration with our Government 
that we could get the Spanish title to the northwest 
coast, and whether, on that account, we did not 
cede that portion of the country now called Texas? 
He asked merely for information, as the gentleman 
from Massachusetts was concerned in the negotia- 
tion of that treaty. 

Mr. ADAMS, resuming, said he had no recol- 
lection of any cession relating to Texas in that ne- 
gotiation atall. That negotiation was for the pur- 

»ose of Florida; and as to the boundaries of Lou- 
isiana, they had been considered as settled long 


before. There was no article in the treaty that | 


had any reference to that at all. The question of 
the treaty was on the northern boundary of Lou- 
isiana—how far that was to extend; and in many 
proces negotiations that had been proposed to 
»e referred to commissioners to settle. This point 
was he cas again during the negotiation; and 
then I proposed myself, without any appointment 
of commissioners, that we should take a degree of 
latitude, and go upon that line to the South Sea. 
Previous to that, in 1808, when the negotiation 
was carried on in England, Messrs. Monroe and 
nara had been instructed not to propose any- 
thing like a line to the South Sea, for fear of giving 


offence to Spain; and he believed it was not in- || 


tended by our Government to assert anything from 
the Louisiana treaty of a claim, on our part, to 
the South Sea—a claim, by the way, which would 
have been absurd when our dominions were bound- 


ed by the Mississippi. And Great Britain had re- | 


nounced, many years before, when drawing her 
boundary in 1763, all pretensions to the territory 
west of the Mississippi. 

_ Mr. A. observed, that what he said on this sub- 
ject was entirely desultory and without prepara- 
tion. But to prove to this committee that all pre- 
tensions to any territory west of the Mississippi 
to the South Sea had been renounced by Great 
Britain, he had here before him the first volume of 
the Laws of the United States, in which there was 
the commission given by George III to Governor 
Wright, of Georgia, of 

He asked the Clerk to read the first section of that 


the 20th January, 1764. | 


commission; and he begged gentlemen to be par- 
ticular to notice its date, 20th January, 1764. 

‘yr ‘ . - 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

* Commission to Governor Wright, of Georgia, (of the 20th 
of January, 1764.) George LIL., by the grace of God of Great 
Britain, France, and Ireiand, King, Defender of the Faith, 
and so forth, to our rusty and weil beloved James Wright, 
esquire, greeting: ; 

* Whereas we did, by our letters patent, under our great 
seal of Great Britain, bearing date at Westminster the 4th 
day of May, in the first year of our reign, constitute and ap 
point you, the said James Wright, esquire, to be our captaia- 
general aud governor-in. chief in and over our colony of Geor- 
gia, in America, lying from the most northern stream of a 
river there commonly called Savannah, all along the seacoast 
to the southward unto the most southern stream of a certain 
other great water or river called Altamaha, and westward 
from the heads of the said rivers, respectively, in direct lines 
to the South seas, and of all that space, cireuit, and precinet of 
lands lying within the said boundarnes, with the islands in the 
sea lying Opposite to the eastern coast of the said lands with- 
in twenty leagues of the same, for and during our pleasure, 
as by the said recited letters patent, relation being thereunto 
had, may more fully and at large appear: Now, know you, 
that we have revoked and determined, and by these presents 
do revoke and determing, such part and so much of the said 
recited letters patent, and every clause, article, and thing 
therein contained, which doth any way relate to or concern 
the limits or bounds of our said province, as before deseribed ; 
and further know you, that we, reposing especial trust and 
confidence in the prudence, courage, and loyalty of you, the 
said James Wright, of our especial grace, certain knowledge, 
and mere motion, have thought fit to constitute and appoint, 
and by these presents do constitute and appoiut, you, the 
said James Wright, to be our captain-general and gover 
nor-in-chief in and over our colony of Georgia, ia Amer- 
ica, bounded on the north by the most northern stream 
of a river there commonly called Savannah, as far as the 
head of said river, and from theuce westward as far as our 
territories extend.”’ 


Mr. A. stopped the reading at the words, ‘‘west- 
ward, as fur as our territories extend,’’ and request- 


ed the House to please to observe the difference | 


between the two commissiens. The first commis- 
sion, given only three years before, (in 1761,) pro- 
vided that this line should run direct to the South 


the line was drawn westward, as far as their terri- 
tories extended. Why was it revoked? Why did 
the King of England withdraw that boundary? 
Why, in the interval, he had made peace with 
France and Spain, and renounced all pretensions 
to any title west of the Mississippi. He, there- 
fore, aves the boundary in a state of obscurity; 
_he revokes the commisston, giving the line west- 
ward to the South Sea, and gives it “as far as our 
territories extend,’’ which, by the treaty with 
France and Spain, was at the Mississippi. 

Now after that, he asked, what claim Great 
Britain had to the territory on the South Sea? And 
then twenty years afterwards, when we came to 
make peace with Great Britain at the conclusion 
of the war of the Revolution, the boundary of the 

| territory ceded by Great Britain to the United 
States was at the line of the Mississippi, and there 
it rested; neither Great Britain nor the United 
States having any claim to the territory to the 
South Sea, until our territory was extended by 
subsequent treaties with France and Spain. 

Sir, (continued Mr. A.) I say that Great Britain 


had no claim whatever, from the time of her treaty 
| of peace with France and Spain, by which she 
acquired Canada—the French part of Canada— | 
by which it was secured to her, and by which she 
holds. it to this day; that she renounced forever all 
claim to any jurisdiction of territory upon the South 
Sea. She had no claim whatever. I believe she 
has no pretensions to any now; but she claims, as 
far as | understand, that the whole of that coast is | 
an open territory, to be possessed by the first Eu- 
| ropean, civilized, Christian sovereign, that thinks 
proper to send and take possession of any part for | 
the purpose of trading with, and converting the 
| Savages to Christianity. Now, upon that ground, 
I hold that our claim is better than that of Great | 
Britain. The ground on which Pope Alexander 
o ferdinand and 
Isabella, and their successors—was for the purpose 
of converting the savages to Christianity; and that 
is the consideration given in the bull of Pope Alex- 
ander, and the consideration on which Pope Adrian 
| gave to Great Britain the island of Ireland—be- 
cause it was then inhabited by savages, who were 
to be converted by the most patriotic and pious zeal | 
of Henry II., which was to be rewarded by Pope | 
Adrian with the possession of the island of Ireland. 
That was the ground ofall the concessions made by 
the Popes down to that time; that was the ground 
on which Pope Alexander VI. of pious memory, 
| gave the whole of this country to Spain. Now, 
4 when we speak of the British negotiation to Spain 


VI. gave that country to Spain—to 


Sea; in 1764, that commission was reroked, and '| 
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, about the title of Pope Alexander, we do it merely 


forthe sake of laughing at them. But my inquiry is, 
when we come to the question of prior title, what 
right any King of England has to cede the countries 
in this hemisphere any better than that of the 
Popes? All the kings of England, since the refor- 
mation of Luther, who have given grants of terri- 
tories upon these continents of North and South 
America, have all given them for these identical pur- 
poses, not for conquest; oh no, not for seaventiab- 
ment; notat all; but to conrert the savages to Chris- 
tianity; and you find it in every one of the charters 
of the Kings of England just in the same words as 
you find it in the charter of Alexander VI. to Spain. 
It was agreed in by them all; and there is the foun- 
dation of all the title of Europeans to any portion 
of this continent. It is by acquiescence in these 
grants, first by the Popes, and afterwards by the 
Kings of Eneland. Sir, they are all good for noth- 
ing. But still I believe that we hold this spot of 
earth in which you sit in that chair on no better ti- 
tle; tracing it back to its origin, Ll mean. We claim 
possession of this land by grants of Kings of Ene- 
land to the colonies of Virginia and Maryland, pre- 
cisely of the same nature as the grant of Pope Alex- 
ander to Spain. Well, when Laddressed the com- 
mittee before on this question, | did undertake to 
show the origin of our title to land, and I quoted 
from Genesis, Ist chapter, 36th to 30th verses, 
somewhat to the surprise and astonishment of 
many members of this House; and to my great sur- 
prise, I find it has been considered by the public 
journals as being something novel, new. Well, 


| suppose I resort to higher authority. Here (said 


Mr. A., taking up an antique lookine book from 
under his table) is authority which I believe no 
lawyer will question. ‘This is no other than Gro- 
tius, the first great founder of the theory of inter- 
national law. I ask the Clerk to read a short par- 
agraph of that. 

The Clerk read accordingly: 

** God gave to mankind in general dominion over 


| all the creatures of the earth from the first crea- 


‘tion of the world, a grant which was renewed 
‘upon the restoration of the world after the del- 
*uge.”’ 

After the word * deluge,” (said Mr. A.,) be so 
good as to look at the note at the bottom of the 
page where Grotius gives his authority. 

The Clerk read, Genesis, Ist chapter, 29th and 
30th verses. 

You need not read any more, (said Mr. A.) I 
am only resorting (continued he) to * higher’’ au- 
thority than that which I gave here before upon 
this question. Sir, this is a writer on the law of 
nations. If anybody will look into Blackstone’s 
Commentaries (which IT have not before me) at the 
2d page, 2d volume, they will find the same declara- 


tion with the same authority cited. Now, I ask if 


my authority was novel? or if it was not suffi- 


cient? That these titles, both of the Pope and of 


the European King, might have been the subject 
of controversy and negotiation between them for 
| centuries, is of no avail at all. For he had said 
that, as a primitive original title, the title of Pope 
Alexander was just as good as that of any king or 
queen of England, from Elizabeth, or from Henry 

Il. 

What, then, does title rest upon? Discovery, 
exploration, settlement, continuity, contiguity, 
treaty—all these are matters of fact, not of right. 
There is not a particle of right in any one of them. 
There must be a prior title of right, and that prioz 
title cannot be traced to any other source than that 
of God Almighty, in the Ist chapter of Genesis. 
I say this rather as an apology for my having re- 
ferred to this authority heretofore. 

But setting this all aside, what the value of the 
charters of the Kings of England was, you may 
infer from these two commissions to the Governor 
| of Georgia, issued one in 1761, embracing the line 


| to the South Sea, and the other in 1764, only threé 


years afterwards, revoking it, with a conscious 
| admission that they had no right to extend their 
claims there, and extending it “‘ as far as” the ter- 
ritories of the King of England extend, which was 
| to the Pete 


Now, is not this a disposal of title on the part of 


Great Britain to any territory whatsoever on the 
shores of the Pacific? If so, how came she to 


have title now? She had renounced formally, in- 
ferribly renounced, and in every form renounced, 
title to one inch of territory west of the Missis- 


sippi. 
at 
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What becomes of the next title? He nftant the 
title by discovery by Meares, This was a matter 
of fuct; and this reference to discovery, explora- 


THE CONGR 


tion, &c., did not settle the right at all. Nothing | 


could settle the right but actual possession, and that 
was what he was for taking now of this disputed 
territory. 1 want (said he) possession of it now, 
because we want it. In the year 1818, when we 
treated with Great Britain on this subject, we of- 
fered her to take the line of 499 for a boundary, 
and allow her the navigation of the Columbia 
river. Why, our own utle to the Columbia river 
was then disputed by Spain. We had gone and dis- 
covered the Columbia without inquiring what was 
the value of Pope Alexander's grant, any more 
than any other grant. We had discovered and 
partly explored the Columbia river, and had even 
made a settlement on it at the mouth of that river. 
But when we made that convention with Great 
Britain, (as | was saying when I was cut off at 
the close of my hour, when IT last addressed the 
tlouse on the subject,) in 1818, when we made 
this convention, We stipulated that we would not 
make settlement north and south of that line of 


49°, but that the country should be open to navi- | 


gation, commerce, and trading, with the Indians, 
for len years. 

Well, sir, what were our rights then? We had 
the right of claim by discovery of the Columbia 
river and settlement made upon it; and that settle- 
ment had been taken as a conquest during the war 
with Great Britain, and Great Britain, in conse- 
quence of a stipulation to that effect, restored to us 
our property afier the conclusion of peace. But 
in that convention of 1818, it was merely a stipu- 
lation that we should not make settlements—that 
is, that we should not occupy, and that sanic stip- 
ulation was binding upon Great Britain as well as 
upon us. It was not only a total misnomer, but 
a total perversion of the whole question of right, 
to call that convention a convention of' joint oceu- 
pation; it Was a convention of non-occupation. 
And, in making this convention with Great Brit- 


ain, we stipulated formally to reserve the right of 
**any third Power’’—that is to say, the right of 


Spain, for no other Power but Spain had any 


claum—and it was reserved in the convention of 


1818, as Mr. A. showed when he was up before, 
from the words of the convention itself The 
year after that, Spain ceded to us all her right 
upon the whole of that coast from 42° north. 
Those rights, then, which we had reserved, by 


compact with Great Britain, in the convention of 


1515, were all transferred to us; and when, in 
1827, we came to renew that convention for an in- 
definite period, it was made in the same form as 
the convention of 1818, leaving out the reservation, 
und thereby, on the part of Great Britain as well 
as ourselves, admiting that the United States were 
entitled to all the claims and pretensions of Spain, 

But there was another circumstance, which he 
did intend at that time to have adduced: and had 
not this debate been sprung upon him by surprise, 
he would have had the opportunity to show here 


that Great Britain claims as a new title toa part of 


this territory of Orezon—of which she insists upon 


the lien’s half—this Nootka Sound convention of 


1790. That Nootka Sound convention, and the ori- 
gui of the clam of Great Britain upon it, had been 
fully exposed in a very admirable speech by one 
of the Senators from New York, in another place. 
He had shown what was the moral right of the 
claim of Great Britain, founded upon any discov- 
ery or setdement by Meares; that Meares was a 
superearze, he believed, or, at least, was employed 
on board a vessel fitted out at Macao, China, under 
Portuguese flag, and with Portuguese owners, 
and with no authority from any other Power. It 
was an expedition contrary to the laws of China, 
coutrary to the laws of England, invading the priv- 
ileve of the East India Company; contrary to the 
laws of Spain; and in the instructions given to the 
captain of that ship, or to this man Meares, they 
vere instructed, if molested at all by English ves- 
sels, to take them as prizes; so far were they from 
having any authority from the English Governor. 
lt was indeed true that, under this protection of 
Portuguese authority, there were certain English 
traders in Macao, China, who were owners of the 
property embarked im this expedition, They went 
to Nootka Sound, and they met there two vessels 
of the United States, one of which was called the 
Columbia and the other the Washington. The 
were fitted outat Boston, fitted out under the chance 


of being stopped by Spanish authorities upon the 
coast, to make a fur-trade voyage between there 
and China, and were violating no law, unless it 


was that of Spain. And now we are told, among | 


other things by British negotiators, that we have 
no claim at all in consequence of that, because the 


owners and captains of that vessel were specula- | 
ting,and transacting business upon their own private | 


account, and because they had not got a commis- 
sion from the proper authorities tomake a voyage of 
trade into the country which Spain claimed. There 
they met this man Meares, and the Spanish Gov- 
ernor had sufficient settlements there, and sufficient 
jurisdiction there, to seize them; that is to say, he 


seized Meares and his Portuguese vessel, and sent 


them off to Mazatlan or St. Mark’s. After his re- 
lease, Meares went to England, and writes and 
publishes a fraudulent account of his voyage, con- 
cealing entirely the fact that he was under Portu- 
evese authority, and not the authority of Great 
Britain, and claiming, at the same time, indemnity 
for the seizure of this vessel, which was fitted out 
under Portuguese authority. And this was done 
and upheld by the British Government, who at the 
same time tells us we can derive no benefit from 
Gray’s discovery; because it was not authorized 
by the National Government. Well, when this 
story told by Meares came to the ears of the Brit- 
ish Parliament, they took fire at once; they imme- 
diately set to making great preparations, as great 
preparations as they are now making against us— 
for a war—a war for what? ‘To sustain a fraudu- 
lent trader against her own laws, against the laws 
of China, and against the laws of Spain. That 
was what they made the great armament for, of 
which those who did not even dispute its expedien- 
cy, somewhat objected to its immense expense. 
Meares kept out of sight entirely the fact that he 
had not the smallest right to any indemnity; that 
if there was an outrage upon him at all, it was 
because he was acting under a commission from 
Portugal, as a subject of Portugal. All this was 
hidden; Meares never told that he was acting un- 
der Portuguese authority, and in fraud of the East 
India Company, as well as of Spain and of China. 
Mr. A. was understood to refer to a publication 
within the last year or two from English sources, 
which said it was true that, for the sake of avoid- 
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of independence was violated by war. They main- 
tained it was. Mr. A. maintained it was not; and 
he stated the discrimination of treaties which w ere 
not violated. And Lord Bathurst took the ground 
that the British Government knew of no exception 











| to the principle that all treaties were abolished by 


the war. 

{Mr. HOLMES here addressed a remark to Mr. 
A., which was not heard by the reporter. | 

Well, sir, (continued Mr. A.,) I make no ques- 


| tion whatsoever whether the treaty of Nootka 


|| Sound was abolished by the war or not. 


ing trouble with China, he did fit out under the Por- | 


tuguese flag. That was the way (said Mr. A.) 


that they got rid of that; and at the same time they | 


tell us that one cause of their superior title to ours 
is, that Captain Gray’s discovery gives no right at 
all, because he had not a commission from the 
proper American authorities of thatdlay. 


What Mr. A. wanted to show when upon the | 


floor of the House before, was the variation of ex- 
pression between the convention of 1318 and that 


of 1827, in neither of which the word “settlement” | 


was used. Now, in the Nootka Sound conven- 
tion, the substance of which was the same as our 
conventions with Great Britain of the year 1818 and 
the year 1827, the word “‘settlement” was included; 
that was to say, that Spain agreed that the subjects 
of Great Britain should have the right of naviga- 
tion, and trading with the savages, and of settle- 
ment. He had not got the convention before him. 
Ifanybody would get Greenhow’s book, they would 


find that convention, and they would there find, | 
that among the rights and privileges reserved to | 


Great Britain on that coast, there was nothing like 
possession of that territory, nothing like jurisdic- 
tion, but merely the freedom to navigate, the free- 
dom to trade with the savages, and to make set- 
tlements. Now, that word ‘*settlement”’ in the 
Nootka Sound convention, was one of the strings 
upon which they harp the most, as giving Great 


Britain territorial rights over the northwest coast, | 


because they had stipulated with Spain that they 
should be allowed the right to navigation, com- 
merce, and trade, and to make settlements. It was 


very unnecessary to inquire what was the spirit of | 


that treaty; but (he said) they harp upon it very | 


much, as giving to them the right to exercise juris- || 


diction and possession of territory there. He would 
not enter into the question, whether that Nootka 


Sound convention was abolished by war, nor would | 


. » % . . 
he consume the time of the committee by bringing 


up the controversy which he himself held with the | 


British Government in 1818, in which they say, in 
so many words, that ‘Sour right’ to claim under 


the Nootka Sound convention; that that claim is | 


of no account whatsoever, since war abolished the 
treaty. That was the question, whether the treaty 








I say 
that if Great Britain was entitled to make settle. 
ments by the treaty of Nootka Sound in 1790, she 
has forfeited and abandoned that right by the omis 


| sion of the word in the convention of 1818 and 


1827. 

In 1818, the convention was made between us 
and Great Britain. Great Britain elaimed at that 
time the privileges of the Nootka Sound conven- 
tion; but she did not choose to claim the right to 
make settlements for the limited time of ten years. 
That convention itself excluded it; it left out that 
word ‘settlements,’ copying the Nootka Sound con- 
vention in all other respects, leaving the country 
open for navigation, commerce, and trade with the 
savages. Why did they leave out the word “settle- 
ment?’ ‘There was no reasons assigned for leaving 
it out; butif it had been included, we should have 
had the right of settlement as well as they. Thev 
forfeited it; they renounced it by omitting the word 
‘* settlement” in the convention of 1818, and it con- 
tinues to be omitted to this day. In 1827, when 
the convention came to be renewed, an indefinite 

' time was assigned instead of ten years; and there 

_ again the reservation of rights of any third Power 
was omitted, clearly, because we had acquired all 
the rights of the third Power, whose rights were 
reserved before, and the word ** settlement”’ con- 
tinued to be omitted; Great Britain having no right 
under that convention to make any settlements 
whatever. 

Mr. A. had not the Nootka Sound convention 
before him, but if he had, he thought he should 
take the trouble now of making the comparison 
(as he had intended to do at the close of his last 

, remarks) between the three conventions. 

The convention being here brought him by Mr. 
James, THompson, 

The Clerk, at Mr. A.’s request, proceeded to 
read the third article, on which Mr. A. said he 
based his argument so far as regards the right of 
Great Britain to settlement. 

The reading had but just commenced, when Mr. 
A.’s hour expired. 

Mr. BURT addressed the Chairman, and pro- 
posed, in compliance with what seemed a_ general 
wish of the committee, to yield, to allow Mr. Ap- 
ams to continue his remarks, stating that he him- 
self did not wish to occupy his whole hour. 

[The Speaker here resumed the Chair informal- 
ly, and a message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States by the hands of J. 
Knox Walker, Esq., his private secretary .] 

Mr. ADAMS still retained the floor, and the 
reading of the article having been concluded, with 
the remark that if Great Britain ever had the right 

| of making settlements there under this convention, 
she had forfeited it under the conventions of 1818 
and 1827 by omitting to provide for it, he declined 
to use the privilege of speaking longer than his 
hour, and resumed his seat. 

Mr. BURT resumed the floor, and said that he 
did not intend to enter into the question of utle to 
this territory, nor to propound interrogatories to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. ADAMS. } 
That gentleman had a right to pursue such a course 
of argument as, in his discretion, he thought prop- 
er. But (continued Mr. B.) I should have been 
eratified if the gentleman had thought fit to answer 
some of the objections which have been urged 
against his course on this subject. I remember, 
that when, amongst others, I had the honor of ad- 
dressing the committee upon it, I desired to know 
why it was that he, (entertaining the views he had 
expressed to-day, and denying, as I understood 
him, that he had received any new lights respect- 


ing our title to this territory,) while Secretary of 


State under Mr. Monroe, and again whilst Pres!- 
dent of the United States, offered to divide the coun- 
try with Great Britain; and, in the emphatic lan- 
guage of Mr. Clay—language which, upon the gen- 


‘| teman’s own authority, I may attribute to him as 
‘| conveying his sentiments, and not the sentiments 
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of his Secretary of State—spoke of an equal par- 
tition of this territory as being the only just mode 
of settling the conflicting pretensions of the two 
Governments. I then said that this House, and 
this country, had a right to know of that honora- 
ble gentleman, why, if he entertained the opinion 
that Great Britain had no just pretension to this 
territory—nay, without the expression of any 
opinion whatsoever of our own title—if he be- 
lieved, aS he says to-day he does, that Great Brit- 
ain has no just pretension or title to land on that 
coast, Why he was then willing to divide the coun- 
try equally between the United States and Great 
Britain? I believe that he is responsible for the 
offer of Mr. Gallatin. That proposition I under- 
stood to be the proposition of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, and the country, and the world, 
will now demand of him why the proposition he 
then made he is not to-day willing to accord to 
Great Britain. I do not mean now, or at any 
time, to speak disrespectfully or discourteously to 
that gentleman. I 
doing so. But I must be permitted to say that, in 
my judgment, there is great truth and force in the 
position of the present Executive, that his prede- 
cessors, and chief among them the honorable gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, were responsible for 
that necessity which, in his estimation, authorized 
this Government to offer to divide that territory 
with Great Britain. 
ble, and he should answer. 








————e 


But the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Wenr- || 


wortH,] in his brief remarks this morning, as well 
ason another occasion, seemed disposed, in my 
estimation, to place those members of the Demo- 


eratie party who, during the last session of Con- || 
gress, voted for the territorial bill reported by a || 


gentleman at that time at the head of the Commit- 
tee on Territories, and now Governor of the State 
of Tennessee, [Mr. Brown,] ina position which 


ave many reasons for not | 


The gentleman is responsi- | 


THE CC 


| 


| ‘lands contemplated by this act shall be subject to 


‘the settlement of any dispute now pending be- 
‘tween Great Britain and the United States, in 


, 


‘relation to these respective claims, and subject 


| *also to the acquirement by treaty or otherwise of 


subjected them to the imputation, at least, of very | 


gross inconsistency. Not only once, but twice, 
during the present session of Congress, the hon- 
orable gentleman has made special reference to the 


Carolina. 
of those who voted for the bill to which the gen- 
tleman has referred, | think proper, on this occa- 
sion, to place that representation and myself right 
before this House and the country. 


sion, which passed this House, asserted the title 


y- lunderstand | 
the gentleman to allege that the bill of the last ses- | 


of the United States to the northwest territory from | 


42° to 54° 40’. Now, I have that bill before me. 
lis history will be remembered, | am sure, by many 
members who now hear me. And I call upon the 
gentleman to put his finger upon the section, the 
line, or the word of that bill which asserts the title 
of the United States to 54° 40’. 


|; ment which he had proposed. 


The first section of the bill, which, as every gen- 


tleman then here (and there are many of them 
now as then members of this House) knows, was 
a bill to extend the jurisdiction and the laws of the 
United States over citizens of the United States in 
the territory of Oregon, described that territory, 
and designated as a portion of it the parallel of 
1°. But there was not a single sentence or word 


in any section of the bill which asserted the title | 


of the United States to 54° 40’. 


tained by every member of the last Congress when | 


| say that it was well understood that the object of 
that bill, (as I think is apparent on its face,) was 


to extend the jurisdiction and laws of the United | 


States over American citizens in the territory of 
Oregon. 


the description of the territory, and nothing more. 


Fifty-four forty was given as a part of | 


TI . . . oe i 
1ere was contained in that bill a provision, as an 


inducement to emigration, making grants of land; || 


and I now beg leave to show, not only that there | 


was no assertion of the title of the United States 
to 54° 40’, but that it was distinctly admitted in 
the bill that Great Britain had rights there; that 
she had asserted her pretensions; and that these 


section is in the following words: 
‘And be it further enacted, That no sale or con- 


I shall be sus- | 


‘the Indian title to said lands.” 

Now, (continued Mr. B.,) the bill before the 
committee is, in my estimation, identical in its ob- 
jects and purposes, although carried out by some- 
what different means, with that to which I have 
referred. I have not the slightest objection to vote 
for it. IL intend to do so. Without admitting any 
great obligation on the part of the United States to 
provide for American citizens in that territory, I 
choose, as one who has some participation in this 
matter, to give my vote to extend the laws and ju- 

_risdiction of the United States over them. But it 
will be remembered on all sides, that during the 
| last session of Congress, the title to this country 
was not the subject of discussion. I remember 
well a most just rebuke which the honorable gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts gave to the committee 
and the House, when they proceeded to vote for 
that bill. 
, ized the purchase of Greenhow’s book, which that 
gentleman, in his own peculiar and racy phrase- 
| ology, called the Gospel of our title. I remember 
| that before that book was laid upon the desks of 
| members, through the pressure of the West, this 
House did proceed to vote upon the bill, as to the 
| merits of which they were to be enlightened by 
that book. I know that many others, like myself, 
had no access to information in relation to our 
title, or to the quality of the soil. I gave my vote 
from the confidence I felt in western gentlemen; I 
| gave it from the well-deserved confidence I felt in 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. A.V. Brown, ] 
| who now so worthily fills the highest office in the 
gift of his State. But if, in the absence of infor- 
| mation then, and with full information now before 
; me, I should be satisfied that 1 gave an erroneous 
vote, | have no such pride of consistency as would 
induce me to adhere to it. I would cheerfully re- 


\| gract. But not having perceived that I was in error 
“pag ; nt ; £} 
representation in this Hall from the State of South | 


As one of that representation, as one || 


then, or that I am now required to proceed one 
step further than I then went, I am ready to give 
_my vote for this bill. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. McHenry, and it was rejected. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved to amend the see- 


end thereof: 

“Until said treaty stipulation shall cease by 
‘ virtue of the notice provided for in the second 
‘ article of said last-mentioned treaty.”’ 

Mr. G. 8S. HOUSTON advocated the amend- 
At the end of the 
| year’s notice, the subject could be legislated upon. 
| It was unnecessary to make any provision in ad- 

vance. 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITH was opposed to the 
bill as it stood, becguse it took the war power from 
the hands of this Hotes and conferred it upon the 
| Presid@at. He would ‘move to amend the first 
| Section,.sosas to-provide that its provisions should 
| not extend to British subjects. If he believed that 
our title was clear and unquestionable up to 54° 
40’; ifhe was willing to hazard a war upon the as- 
sertion of that claim, then he would not object to 
| the bill as it stood. The provision of the bill 

would be so used by the President as to plunge us 
| into a war, without any authority from Congress. 

He protested against a course which would take 
the war power out of the control of Congress. He 
moved to amend the bill by adding the following 
proviso: 

‘** Provided, That this act shall not be so exe- 
‘cuted as to apply to the subjects of Great Britain 
‘in the territory of the United States which lies 
| © west of the Rocky Mountains, until it shall be 


|| ‘ otherwise provided by law.”’ 


* tract of any kind, of such lands, shall be valid be- 


‘ fore a patent issues therefore; nor shal] the same 
‘ : : : 
be taken in execution, as bound by any judgment, 


‘mortgage, or lien of any kind before the patent 


‘is issued.” 
And (said Mr. B.) there isa 


to this section, which is in the following words: 
“ Provided always, That the future grants of 


ee appended | 


Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, was opposed to the 


l ‘| amendment, and also to the modification proposed 
pretensions were respected by the bill. The 40th | 


a the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hovston.] 
| The amendments proposed would Jeave us where 
we were. 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON said the amendment 
offered by the gentleman was ingeniously con- 
trived to defeat the object of the bill. It would 
make a complete inversion of the object of the 
measure. Great Britain had extended her laws 
and jurisdiction over the territory. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL disputed the fact that 
| the law of Great Britain was at all similar to this. 
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I remember that the House had author- | 


tion by striking out the following words from the | 
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He also asked whether the bill was intended to 
extend our jurisdiction up to 54° 40°. If.so, it 
ought to be candidly and explicitly stated. 

Mr. THOMPSON replied that those who, like 
himself, believed our utle to be good up to 549 40’, 
would consider the bill as extending up to that 
line. If his honorable colleague stopped at 49°, 
then he would consider our jurisdiction as stopping 
there. The laws were extended by the bill over 
the territory belonging to the United States. 

Mr. J. J. MecDOWELL stated that he should, at 
a proper time, propose an amendment ex vhierthy 
stating that our jurisdiction was extended, by this 
bill, up to 54° 40’. 

Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL wished to see the ob- 
ject and meaning of the bill candidly and plainly 
stated. He asserted that the British act did not 
extend the laws of the Canadas over citizens of 
the United States. 
their favor. 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON explained the pro- 
visions of the British statutes of 1823 and 1827, 
and showed that they made no reservations as to 
citizens of the United States. The provision re- 
ferred to by his colleague was intended only to 
euard agzainst interference with American tra- 
ders. American citizens were liable to be prose- 
cuted and judgment to be given, without appeal, 
before one, two, or three justices. At the expira- 
tion of the year’s notice, there would be no British 
jurisdiction in the territory; and if the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Connecticut 
prevailed, British subjects, after that time, would 
be amenable to no jurisdiction at all. 

Mr. THURMAN spoke at length on the sab 
ject, and in opposition to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Connecticut. He thought 
the bill ought to show on its face an assertion of 
our claim up to the Russian boundary. ‘Those 
who had denounced him and his friends as mere 

hawks, ultras, and Hotspurs, because they had 
advocated our claim up to 54° 40’, ought to go 
further back, and look at the origin of that preten- 
sion. It would be found that this Government 
was committed to the maintenance of that line by 
the treaty with Russia, which was made in the 
year 1824. That treaty stipulated that we shorld 
make no settlements north of 54° 40’, and Russia 
none south. After Congress began to act on the 
subject, they passed a bill (Dr. Linn’s) which 
asserted our clam up to 54° 40’. The Senate 
passed that bill, and it failed in the House for want 
of time. Congress, at the late session, passed a 
bill which clearly defined the boundary of Oregon, 
and asserted our claim up to 54° 40’. The Balti- 
more convention asserted the claim. The Presi- 
dent, who had asserted it in his letter to ciuzens 
in Cincinnati, reasserted our title as clear and une- 
quivocal in his Inaugural Address. 

In his Mesaage, at the opening of the session, 
the President recommended that the notice be given 
to terminate the joint occupancy or use of the ier- 
ritory, and suggested that, at'the end of the term, 
we must be prepared either to maintain our righis 
or abandon them—the latter course being one that 
was not to be thought of. 

After all this, it might be supposed that one 
could advocate the American claim without being 
called an ultra. Every branch of the Government 
had maintained our extreme rights at different 
times; the Senate, the House, and the Executive, 
had all, on different occasions, pronounced in favor 
of it. It appeared to him that we had retrograded 
on this question. The bill now proposed did not 
directly state the boundaries which we assumed. 
Formerly, the question was one merely national; 
at this session it was suggested that it was a Weat- 
ern measure. It was a suggestion well calculated 
to have an unfavorable influence abroad. 

There seemed to be here great fear of the West. 
The West had no sectional questions. They had 
ever manifested a sincere feeling upon every na- 
tional question. They never inquired whether the 
territory in dispute was southern, or eastern, or 


There was a reservation lu 


| western; and on the Texas and Maine boundary 
| questions, they had proved this. The bold siand 


heretofore taken by this House on this subject 
would not soon be abandoned, as he hoped. 

Mr. DANIEL expressed his regret at the de- 
clared intention of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
McDoweE 1} to offer an amendment, claiming the 
country up to 54° 40’. He was opposed to the 
amendment limiting our jurisdiction to the region 
south of 49°; and he would vote against an exten- 
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sion of it, by this bill, wp to 54° 40’. The country 
had been left in controversy between the United 


Siates and Great Britain alone, and they not agree- || 


ing upon a division, had made a treaty of joint 
use. We were admitted to be the power in actual 
possession. Great Britain, for the protection of 
her subjects, had extended her laws over them, in 
that country, by a statute in 18:24. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. J. R. Incersoue] 
was mistaken in supposing that any exception 
was made in that statute in favor of American 
citizens. Our proposed act was more circumspect, 
for it Snieaiaal an express provision that it should 
never apply to British ee 

was in existence, 

In the bill of last session there was not, ori- 
ginally, a provision for giving the notice. When 
the notice was moved in the House, he voted 
against it, because a negotiation Was pending. The 
bill, nevertheless, passed with the notice, and he 
voted for it. Every one, he trusted, would see the 
propriety of bis course then and now. He would 
give reasons why he thought the amendment in- 
dicated by the gentleman from Ohio was impolitic. 
He had implicit confidence in the Executive; and, 
for the correct discharge of all the duties in his 
sphere, he was under the same responsibility that 
we were. He had no doubt that he would defend 
and protect the honor of the country. If Great 
Britam should see fit to make us a friendly over- 
ture, he should be left free to accede to it. He 
might be willmg to aceept it, if a fair and honor- 
able one, or at least to consult the Senate in regard 
to it. He did not wish to discuss the question of 
title, or to settle it by this bill. 

Mr. BOYD asked whether the gentleman con- 
sidered that the bill involved any rights of Great 
Britain? 

Mr. DANIEL said the amendment proposed 
would invade the sphere of the Executive. He 
might, perhaps, have itin his power to settle the 
question on 529; and, instead of passing a bill as- 
suming our title to be 54° 40’, we should leave it to 
the President to do what might seem proper on the 
subject. He had made his remarks in consequence 
of the suggestion thrown out by the gentleman 
from Ohno. 
Executive; and he beheved he would prove to be— 
what he had always supposed him to be—a true, 
strict-construction, Jeffersonian Democrat. He 
believed the Executive would maintain our rights. 
When he voted for the bill of last session, all that 
had since transpired or taken place was not known. 
He would not now vote for the amendment pro- 
posed, but would prefer to leave the President free 
to act on the subject. ‘The British Cabinet under- 
stood our intentions, and the motives which might 
be supposed to influence the President; and they 
were now holding back, to see if popular influence 
would not force the President to recede from his 
pretensions. If we were ceremonious, they would 
soon give us their ulumatum, and then we would 
know whether we were to have a war or peace. 
te beheved it would be the best policy to make no 
reference to our title in the bill. 

Mr. WOODWARD said, those who did not be- 
lieve that the title beyond 49° was conclusive, were 
placed in the predicament that they could not dis- 
charge their duty without running the risk of being 
called British. If a notice had been submitted here 
as a distinct proposition, without our assuming to 
judge ef the utle, it would have passed long ago. 
‘He had nothing more to say about the title; but he 


would remark, that while he repudiated the idea | 


that the President was compelled to accept 49°, 


because he had offered it, he would say that the | 
question was one of boundary entirely. lt was so | 


considered when the existing convention was made, 
and that convention had certainly not strengthened 
our title to the whole of Oregon up to 54° 40’. If 
in this bill a claim to 54° 40’ was implied, it ought 
to be expressed. Mr. Floyd's bill was strictly 
limited to the terms of the existing convention. 
The bill of 1842-'3 did not contain any notice, and 
it was intended to operate under the convention, 
and to be co-extensive with it. The laws of Great 
sritain, as applied to this territory, went down to 
the line of 42° under the convention. 

Mr. DANIEL concurred with the gentleman, 
that the extension of our jurisdiction would be unfa- 
vorable to the convention. He took the same view. 
He expected that the notice would soon be given, 
and afler the expiration of the year, our utle would 
be defined. 


jects while the treaty | 


lle had the utmost confidence in the | 
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Mr. WOODWARD continued. If the laws of | 
Great Britain went down to 42°, why should not | 
ours go up to 54° 40’? Every bill up to this time, | 
which had been submitted to Congress, had refer- 
ence to the convention of joint occupancy—he 
viewed that term in its general sense, without paus- 
ing to criticise it. It was now said that the bill of | 
the last session committed us to 549 40’. This was | 
an outrageous injustice to every one who voted for | 
it. He appealed to witnesses, all around him, 
whether this was so. The bill was framed with- | 
out reference to the notice, and after it came into | 
the House, the notice was forced prematurely upon || 
us, without time for investigation or consultation. | 
The bill was framed to meet the stipulations of the 
convention, and the notice was thrust in to kill it. | 
We had said that we would hazard your votes on | 
Texas annexation, before we would give you the 
notice. Our friends agreed that they would leave | 
out the notice. Gentlemen who now figured large- || 
ly on 54° 40’, voted against the notice, as a distinct 
proposition, last year. Atthe last hour, when not | 
a moment was allowed for reflection, the notice was 
proposed, and members were forced to vote upon 
it. The notice was put in by the enemies and the 
involuntary friends of the bill. It was said we 
have kept with you of the South, for the Senate 
will not pass the bill with the notice. We were 
committed against the notice. If the alternative 
should be between abandoning the protection of 
our citizens and taking the bill with the notice, he 
would take the notice. So far from there having | 
been any bargain between the friends of Texas || 
and of Oregon, we were so much averse to the 
notice, that we were willing to hazard Texas in 
opposing it. It was by a maneuvre that the no- 
tice was adopted. We had no right, by any pro- | 
vision of this bill, to restrict the treaty-making 
power. If Mr. Polk should not make a treaty on 
49°, he would be willing to fight for 54° 40’. 

He was ona sliding scale, not backward, but 
upward. He denied that we could, by any act, | 
narrow the limits of the Executive power. Even if | 
we took 51°, how could we tell that the President | 
would not get 54° 40’. He denied that he himself 
was committed to 54° 40’, or any other line, and he | 
only proposed to render the provisions of the bill 
conformable with the treaty. Why was his friend | 
from Ohio, [Mr. McDowe t,] so desirous of com- 
mitting the House toa certain boundary ? Could he || 
not trust to the future legislation of Congress? The | 
question was growing stronger, and we should, at |) 
the end of the year’s notice, be wiser than we were | 
now, and more competent to act. If former acts 
and declarations committed us to 549 40’, why were | 
we not committed to 49° by the offer made last | 
summer? ‘T'welve months after the passage of the || 
notice, he would be willing to vote for an act fixing 
our limits, and he would stand to them. 

Mr. FARAN obtained the floor, but yielded to | 
a motion that the committee rise; which prevailing, 
the committee rose and reported. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONSe 


A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting, 
in obedience to the acts of April 18th, 1818, and || 
the 11th section of the act of August 26th, 1842, | 
statements of the names of the clerks in that Depart- | 
ment, with their compensation; which letter and || 
report were laid upon the table. 

A message from the President of the United || 
States, transmitting a letter from the Governor of || 
the State of Ohio, in answer to a communication || 
addressed to him in compliance with the resolution | 
of the House of Representatives, of January 30th, |) 
1846, in regard to the present condition of the Co- || 
lumbus and Sandusky turnpike road; which was | 
laid on the table. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by James Knox Walker, his private secre- || 
tary; which was read, as follows: i 


“ WASHINGTON, .fpril 13, 1846. 
“To the Senate and House of Representatives : 1 


“In my Annual Message of the 24 December last, it was || 
stated that serious difficulties of long standing continued to 
distract the several parties into which the Cherokee tribe of | 
Indians is unhappily divided ; that all the efforts of the Gov- |! 
ernment to adjust these difficulties had proved to be unsuc- |! 
cessful, and would probably remain so, without the aid of || 
further legislation by Congress. Subsequent events have || 
confirmed this opinion. I communicate herewith, for the || 
information of Congress, a report of the Secretary of War, || 
transmitting a report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, | | 
with accompanying documents, together with memorials || 
which have been received from the several bands or parties || 
of the Cherokees themselves. It will be perceived that in- u 


| party of the tribe, which will probably remain uny 


|| extent unavailing, for the reasons stated in the ac 


| pomnee by Indian laws, they will generally, if not aly 


| ease in repeated instances among the Cherokees. For ye 








et 
“ ne 


ternal feuds still exist, which eall for the prompt ir 
tion of the Governinent of the United States. nee 

* Since the meeting of Congress, several unprovoked mur 
ders have been committed by the stronger upon the weak, : 


. ’ 7 MHishe 
by the Indian authorities ; and there is reason to ap; a 


© 
Preiend 


| Uiat similar outrages will continue to be perpetrated. uz), ss 


restrained by the authorities of the United States. My 


the weaker party have been compelied to seek refuge beyond 
the limits of the [ndian country, and within the State or he 


kansas, and are destitute of the means for their daily sy 
ence. The military forces of the United States stationed © 

the western frontier have been active in their exertions to 
suppress these outrages and to execute the treaty of 1835 “a 
which it is stipulated that ‘the United States agree to oe 
tect the Cherokee nation from domestic strife and ore “a 
enemies, and against intestine wars between the peeneal 
tribes.’ These exertions of the army have proved to : 


bsist 


a great 
. Re eee ee accompany 
ing documents, ineluding communications from the cfice 
commanding Fort Gibson. ; - 

**[ submit for the consideration of Congress the propriety 
of making such amendinents of the laws regulating teaen 
eourse with the Indian tribes as will subject to trial and 
punishment in the courts of the United States all Indiaja 
guilty of murder, and such other felonies as may be designa 
ted, when committed on other Indians within the jurisdic 
tion of the United States. Such a modification of” the ex 
isting laws is suggested, because if offenders against tie 
laws of humanity in the Indian country are left to lye 
ve permitted to escape with impunity. This has be stad 


ars 


unprovoked murders have been committed, and yet no efiort 


| has been made to bring the offenders to punishment. Should 
| this state of things continue, it is not difficult to foresee that 


the weaker party will be finally destroyed. As the guardiay 
of the Indian tribes, the Government of the United stajos 
is bound by every consideration of duty and humanity to jy). 
terpose to prevent such a disaster. A 

* From the examination which I have made into the ac 
tual state of things in the Cherokee nation, { am satisfied 
that there is no probability that the different bands or parties 
into which it is divided can ever again live together in peace 
and harmony ; and that the well-being of the whole requires 


| that they should be separated and live under separate goy 


ernments, as distinct tribes. That portion who emigrated to 
the west of the Mississippi prior to the year 1819, commonly 
called the “ old settlers,’ and that portion who made the 
treaty of 1835, known as the “ treaty party,” it is believed 


| would willingly unite, and could live together in harmony. 
| The number of these, as nearly as can be estimated, is about 


one-third of the tribe. The whole number of all the bands 
or parties does not probably exceed twenty thousand. ‘The 
country which they occupy embraces seven millions of acres 
of land, with the privilege of an outlet to the western limits 
of the United States. This country is susceptible of divis 
ion, and is large enough for all. [submit to Congress the 
propriety of either dividing the country which they at pres- 
ent occupy, or of providing by law a new home for the one 
or the other of the bands or parties now in hostile array 


| against each other, as the most effectual if not the only 


means of preserving the weaker party from massacre and 
total extermination. Should Congress favor the division of 
the country as suggested, and the separation of the Chero 
kees into two distinct tribes, justice will require that the an- 
nuities and funds belonging to the whole, now held in trust 


| for them by the United States, should be equitably distribu- 


ted among the parties according to their respective claims 
and numbers. There is still a small number of the Chero- 
kee tribe remaining within the State of North Carolina, who, 
according to the stipulations of the treaty of 1835, shou'd 
have emigrated with their brethren to the west of the Mis- 
sissippi. Itis desirable that they should be removed, and, 
in the event of a division of the country in the west, or of a 
new home being provided for a portion of the tribe, that 
they be permitted to join either party, as they may preter, 
and be incorporated with them. I submit the whole subject 
to Congress, that such legislative measures may be adopted 
as will be just to all the parties or bands of the tribe. Such 


| measures, I am satisfied, are the only means of arresting the 


horrid and inhuman massacres which have marked the his- 
tory of the Cherokees for the last few years, and especially 
for the last few months. The Cherokees have been regard- 
ed as amoung the most enlightened of the Indian tribes; but 
experience has proved that they have not yet advanced to 


| such a state of civilization as to dispense with the guardian 


care and control of the Government of the United States. 
“JAMES K. POLK.” 
The message was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


Mr. HENLEY, in pursuance of notice here- 


_tofore given, on leave, introduced a bill to remove 


obstructions to navigation at the Falls of the Ohio 
river, by the construction of a dam and locks, and 
appropriating $250,000 for that purpose. 

he bill was read. 

Mr. HENLEY moved its reference to a select 
committee. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals; which motion taking 
precedence, the question was put, and it was carried. 

And so the bill was referred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals. $ 

Mr. J. Q@. ADAMS, from the Committee on 
Manufactures, asked to be discharged from the 
consideration of the memorial of citizens of New 
Hampshire against a change in the tariff; also, from 
he memorial of G. W. Stewart and 620 other citi- 
zens of Brook county, Virginia, for protection to 
the manufacturers of fire brick, and that they be 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Agreed to. And then the House adjourned. 
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Tvespay, -Epril 14, 1846. 


Mr. CHALMERS presented the memorial of i 
the Legislature of Mississippi, asking the passage — 
ofalaw to confirm and regulate pre-emption claims; | 
which was laid on the table. ry 

Mr. STURGEON presented the petition of Eliza- | 
beth Byars, praying a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. __ 

Mr. ARCHER presented the petition of John D. 
Wyatt, praying permission to locate a quantity of 
land, in Gea of that to which he had a patent, but 
which had been previously granted to certain In- | 
dian claimants, by treaty; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of Leroy 
Pp, Evans, of Conway county, Arkansas, praying 
payment for a horse, alleged to have died while in 
the military service of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, asked that said committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
petition of John D. Carter; which was agreed to. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported without amendment the (House) bill ma- 
king appropriations for the payment of revolution- 
ary and other pensions of the United States for the 
year ending the 30th June, 1847, and for other pur- 
DOSES. 

: Mr. L. also, from the same committee, reported 

with an amendment the (House) bill to supply de- | 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the service of 

the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1846. 

The report of the Committee on Printing, in re- 
Jation to the subject of printing the report of the 
Commissioner of Patents, was taken up, and, at the 
suggestion of 

Mr. CAMERON, was passed over informally. 

Mr. Jarnaain’s resolution, calling for accounts 
of the disbv rs>ments of the secret-service fund from 
the year 1825 to the present time, was again, at 
the request of that gentleman, passed over infor- | 
mally. | 

INCREASED ACCOMMODATION. 


The report of the committee appointed to audit | 
and control the contingent expenses of the Senate, 
regarding certain alterations in the Senate chamber, 
coming up for consideration, and the resolution 
with which it concludes having been read— 

Mr. EVANS inquired how many persons would 
be accommodated in addition to the present num- 
ber? If only one hundred and fifty additional 
persons could be accommodated, and the cost 
would be $4,000, he thought the expense proposed 
to be incurred was disproportioned to the extent of 
the improvement. 

Mr. BREESE observed that, although the sum 
mentioned in the resolution as the amount to which | 
the expenditure should be limited was $4,000, yet || 
he was fully satisfied that no greater sum than | 
about $2,500 would be requisite. i| 

Mr. CRITTENDEN expressed his opposition | 
to the proposed alterations, particularly to the con- | 
struction of a new gallery above the present marble 
gallery, for the reason that he feared the light would || 
be obstructed, and the architectural beauty of the | 
chamber would be impaired. 

Mr. BREESE remarked that the details had 
been fully gone into by the report, and he regretted 
that it had not received the attention of the Senator | 
from Kentucky. Had it done so, he was sure the | 
Senator would have been satisfied that the pro- H 
posed improvements were important, and were | 
free from the objections which had been suggested | 
by him. As far as the light was concerned, there | 
would be an increased quantity from an enlarge- || 
ment of the lantern upon the dome. Thechamber | 
would in fact be better lighted, and the light would || 
come from where it ought to come, from above, in | 
order to prevent that unpleasant glare which at 
present existed. l} 

Mr. BREESE moved to amend the resolution || 
by adding the words, ‘* to be paid out of the con- || 
tingent fund of the Senate.’’ | 

Mr. HAYWOOD said he should object to the | 
resolution were it only on account of this amend- | 
ment. The alteration ought to be made by pro- | 
vision of law, by a regular appropriation. To pay | 
for it out of the contingent fund would be an abuse | 
—an evasion—which he hoped would not be | 
allowed. The legitimate object of the contingent | 
fund was to furnish the chamber for the conve- | 
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|, 42° to 54° 40’. 


nience of the printers, and no changes in the build- 
ing, no pulling down or putting up, should be done 


| without the assent of both Houses. 


Mr. BREESE replied that it had been the prac- 


tice of the Senate to pay for all improvements and 


alterations made in the chamber out of that fund. | 


The upper gallery proposed to be restored was a 
part of the original construction of the chamber, 


and was removed because it obstructed the light. | 
| Mr. ARCHER was in favor of providing in- 


creased accommodation. 
present by the ladies who visited the Senate was 


| 


| 


_respondence from the House of Commons. 


extremely uncomfortable, from its narrow limits, | 


and the closeness and heat of the atmosphere. He 
hoped the resolution which accompanied the report 
would obtain the favor of the Senate. 


Mr. WESTCOTT said he was opposed to any 


| change. 


Mr. WEBSTER said he thought it would be a 


| very useful alteration to assign a gallery to the la- 


dies exclusively, and he was quite willing that 


| better arrangements should be made, if possible, 


for the accommodation of the press. He thought, 
however, that the erection of a new gallery would 
seriously interfere with the admission of light and 
air, as well as with the symmetry of the chamber. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said this was the first time 
he had ever heard of the alterations proposed. It 
was desirable, God knows, to procure more light 
from above; but it would be difficult to obtain air 
from above, as it ran in different currents. He 
wished that every pillar should remain untouched, 
and that the chamber should continue a thousand 
years as it stood at this moment. 

The amendment was then rejected; and 

The question being put on the adoption of the 
resolution, it was negatived without a division. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 
The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 


of the special order, being the joint resolution, &c.; 


when— 


Mr. WESTCOTT (Mr. Hawnneecan having 


yielded the floor to him) rose and addressed the 


Senate. He stated that, after close research, 
and an attentive consideration of all which had 
been said in debate, he had come to the conclusion 
that the title of the United States all along the 
coast of Oregon was clear and indisputable from 
In this view he embraced the bays 
and rivers running to the Pacific. Any part of 
this territory conceded to Great Britain would be 
yielded as a gratuity, and not asa right properly 
demandable by Great Britain. She has not the 
slightest ground of claim to the exclusive sover- 
eignty of any part of Oregon. In no part of her 
correspondence with this or any otler country has 


she ever set up any such claim, clearly because she | 


knew that such pretension would be untenable. It. 


was the language of her Ministers at home and her 
Ambassadors abroad, that she made no claim to 


exclusive sovereignty in this territory. 


Whence, then, the origin of the joint occupa- 
tion? Could a joint occupation arise out of a dis- 
covery made not by the parties jointly, but by one 
of them separately? A right of joint occupancy 
could not, in his view. arise out of a separate set- 
tlement. On this ground, therefore, on the ground 
of any discovery or exploration by her, Great 
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matic communications, studiously avoided any 
reference to that correspondence, was, in his opin- 
ion, evidence that its production would have been 
injurious to her claim in the present dispute. From 
the Annual Register he quoted portions of the de- 
bate on this treaty, for the purpose of showing 
that the British Government kept back this = 

e 


felt warranted, therefore, in the inference that 


_ there was something in this correspondence which, 


The position occupied at |, 
claim. 


if made known, would have prejudiced the British 
When Meares landed at Nootka Sound, 
the Spaniards not only had the legal possession, 
but had bailt forts, made settlements, and expend- 
ed hundreds of thousands of pounds. The memo- 
rial of Meares to the British Parliament was an 
after thought. A communication from Count Flor- 
ida Blanca, published in the Annual Register of 
1790, shows that the attempt of Meares was at the 
instigation of some British merchants resident in 
India, for the purpose of obtaining a participation 
in the fur trade, I this communication addressed 
to the British Government, the title of Spain was 
vindicated. And Mr. Fox, who was in the op- 
position, said he was as much in favor of the claims 
of Spain as Count Tlorida Blanca, or any other 
person, as founded on the treaty of Utrecht, be- 
cause they were founded in justice.—(Parliamen- 
tary History, vol. 28, p. 991.) 

Mr. Fitzherbert was sent Minister from Great 
dritain to Spain, in June, 1790. Count Florida 
Blanca and Mr. Fitzherbert exchanged communi 
cations in the month of July. The Spanish dec- 
laration reserved the rights of Spain in the terri- 
tory of Nootka, and the treaty was made in the 
following October. Mr. W. then read the articles 
of the treaty, under the fifth of which Great Britain 
cannot make any settlement on any portion of the 
territory occupied by Spain. Mr. W. referred to 
a manuscript volume in the Congressional Library, 
presented by Colonel Torrence, containing interest 
ing details as to the policy of Mexico (acting under 
the orders of Spain) in relation to the northwest 
coast. This volume had been quoted by Mr. 
Owen, in the other House, and it placed the rights 
of Spain on a clear footing, containing an order of 


| the Viceroy of Mexico to keep up a military force 


at Nootka. 

He intimated his intention to append to his 
speech, when prepared for the press, various ex- 
tracts from this work. 

Mr. W. intimated that he did regard our rightto 
Nootka grounded on the Spanish claim, which we 
had obtained by the treaty of 1819, as perfectly 
clear.* He referred to the debates in the English 
Parliament, to show that Mr. Fox, and others, 
considered the Nootka treaty as injuriously restrict- 
ing the rights of Great Britain to the mere right of 
residence for the purpose of trading with the In- 


| dians. 


Britain could not set up any claim to joint occu- | 


pancy. 
for in some treaty stipulations. She could derive 
no right from contiguity, when that contiguity em- 
braced a separate interest. 

He stated his belief that the parallel of 49° did 
not extend as a boundary beyond the Rock 
Mountains. To prove this, he quoted Malte Brun. 


If she had any right, it must be looked | 


The English did not regard this line as running to | 
the Pacific, because they discarded it at Nootka. | 
Nor had this line, west of the Rocky Mountains, | 


the British diplomatists. 


been ever alluded to b 
he exclusive possession of 


The right of Spain to t 


the whole northwest coast beyond 54° 40’, with | 


all the bays and rivers, was founded in the law of | 


nations. 


The Senator from New York [Mr. Drx] had 


_ so clearly defined the claim of Spain, that he would 
_content himself with a mere reference to that 


spreads and confine himself to the convention at 
sNO 


the Ministers of Great Britain is carefully 
served in her archives. She had possession of all 
the correspondence which led to the Nootka Sound 
treaty; and the fact that she had, in all her diplo- 


re- || 


it 


| 


j 
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But although he considered the title of the Uni- 
ted States perfect to 54° 40’, along the coast of the 
Pacific, and including the bays and rivers connect- 
ed therewith, he had come to the conclusion that it 
would not be expedient to give the notice to Great 
3ritain of the termination of the convention. He 
regarded the notice as a measure of war, and he 
believed that, if given, it will not have the least effect 
in inducing Great Britain to recede; and, if we 
commence our preparations of war, she will not 
wait for their completion to begin the atiack. 

He declared that if the treaty were to be sent to 
the Senate for ratification, on the basis of anything 
below 49°, or yielding the permanent navigation of 
the Straits of Fuca, it would not pass the Senate. 
He believed that Great Britain had made her war- 
like preparations with a view to a conflict with this 
country. From the tone of the British press, he 
was satisfied that there was a deep spirit of hostil- 
ity against this country smouldering in the breasts 
of the people of England. He did not dread that 
the withholding of the notice would lead to any 
outbreaks in the territory of Oregon. And if 
Great Britain should, in the end, show a disposi- 


| tion to act unjustly and unfairly, he would vote to 
_ declare war against her, and carry it, not only into 
, Oregon, but into Canada. 


e would vote agaist the notice in any form, al- 


| though he preferred the naked notice to any other 
otka Sound. The diplomatic correspodence of || 


form, because he regarded it as the most dignified. 

One or two Senators had intimated a wish that 
the vote on the notice could be postponed until 
near the close of the session, in order to see what 
course would be pursued by the British Govern- 








i - FS.s ek,” 


ce 
Ae < 


4 


668 


ment. 
be produced on Great Britain; but he desired the 
postponement of the vote, and if, in the interval, 
efficient measures were taken to increase our naval 
and military defences, it would secure his vote for 
the notice. He then commented on the miserably 
unprotected state of the Florida coast, exposing 
all that frontier to devastation and capture, before 
any preventive measures could be applied. He 
spoke of the facility with which we could bring an 
army into the field, declaring that we could raise a 
powerful army ina shorter time than any other 
nation in the world. 

In conclusion, he disavowed all alleriance to 
arty, and apologized, on the ground of his pecu- 
iar position, for troubling the Senate at so much 
eneth. 

Vr. HOUSTON then moved that the Senate ad- 
ourn, but withdrew it at the request of 

Mr. FAIRFIELD, who moved that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Executive business. 

Mr. MANGUM renewed the motion to adjourn, 
which was negatived—yanes 14, nays 19. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, expressed the 
hope that, as many Senators were absent, the cal- 
endar would be taken up, instead of going into 
Executive session. [Cries of ** No, no.’*} 

Mr. FAIRFIELD withdrew his motion at the 
request of Mr. MeDurrie. 

Virg McDUFETLE rose, and remarked that it was 
extraordinary that any Senator should have so en- 


} 
| 


tirely overlooked or misunderstood the language 
of Mr. Fox inthe British Parliament, as to have 
riven to it the construction which the Senator from 
Florida had given to it. Ele then quoted from the 
same volume which had been used by the Senator 
from Florida, a page further on, to show that Mr. 
Fox and others asserted that Great Britain had 
tmportant richts at Nootka before the convention, 
and which remained to her after its termination, 
and that Spain never held a legal possession, such 
as is contemplated by the law of nations. Great 
Britain claimed, in common with other nations; 
she so claims now; unjustly, as far as regards our 
claim to the territory embraced in Gray’s dis- 
‘ very. . Z 

A message from the President of the United 
States in relation to the erection of a fire-proof 
building for the use of the War and Navy Depart- 
ments, and estimating the expense of the same, 
was read. 

On motion of Mr. FAIRFIELD, the Senate 
went into Executive session; and after some time 
80 spent, 


Adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Tuespay, .4pril 14, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. DANIEL rose to a privileged question, and 
said the reports in the Union and Intelligencer, of 
the remarks he felt constrained to make on yester- 
day in the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, upon the Oregon bill, were such, that 
he felt himself under the disagreeable necessity of 
following the example so often set, of asking the 
indulgence of the House for a moment, in order to 
correct the erroneous positions which he had been 
made to assume. 

Leave having been granted, Mr. D. continued— 

In the report of his remarks in the Union, there 
was scarcely a single position taken by him cor- 
rectly presented. The whole tenor of the publish- 
ed remarks were so much at variance with the 
grounds he actually assumed, that to prevent him- 
self from being drawn into false positions hereafter, 
he might be under the necessity of publishing the 
substance of what he did say.” It was but justice 
to the standing reporters of the Union, that he 
should state, that the report was not prepared by 
them. 

In the brief report of the Intelligencer he was 
correctly reported, as far as it went, with two ex- 
eeptions. He was made to say, * Let us state our 
ultimatum, and then we should know whether we 
were to have peace or war.’’ So far from saying 
that, what he did say was almost precisely the 
contrary. In expressing the regret he felt at the 
delay in passing the notice, and the diversity of 
opinion among us, he said in substance that, in 
his opinion, it would have been infinitely better 
for us to have passed the notice promptly, and 
with becoming unanimity, aid to have left the 


He cared not for any effect which might || 


| maintenance of our title to the country in question | 
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to the Executive Depgrtment of the Government, 
to whom by the Constitution it properly belongs. 
Such a course would evince confidence in the Ex- 
ecutive in the proper discharge of those duties 
which the Constitution devolves upon him, and 
probably cause Great Britain to take her stand and || 
make known her ultimatum. We should then 
know whether we are to have peace or war. Nor | 
did he say he was opposed to all amendments. 
His opposition was to the amendments in regard 
to boundary. He thought the convention’ suffi- 
ciently indicated the country over which it was 
proposed to extend the protection of our laws. He 
did not wish to do anything to fetter the Execu- 
tive in necotiation. 

Mr. YANCEY also rose to an explanation, and 
(leave having been granted) said that he was notin 
his seat yesterday morning when the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Asumun,] had risen to 
state that he was correctly reported by the Balti- 
more American as having said that the charge made 
by me that Mr. Webster was a pensioned agent of 
the manufacturers was untrue. I presume, there- 
fore, that he did say so; though so indistinctly as 
not to be heard where I stood. I now desire to 
know of the gentleman from Massachusetts, wheth- || 
er, in using that expression ‘it is not true,” he al- 
luded to my statement that I made this charge upon 
authority of public papers, or whether he designed 
to say that the charge, as it appeared in the public 
papers, was not true? 

Mr. ASHMUN said that he did not distinctly 
hear the question of the gentleman from Alabama, | 
and desired him to repeat it; which he did. 

Mr. A. then said that his language was so plain, 
that he did not suppose that any man of intelligence 
could doubt as to its meaning, or could give to ita 
doubtful construction, if he was even anxious to 
do it. 

Mr. YANCEY said he was not present and did 
not hear it. 

Mr. ASHMUN said, I am correctly reported in 
the Intelligence and Union; and my language was 
a most emphatic and unequivocal denial of the truth 
of the statement which the gentleman had under- 
taken to make upon the authority of the newspa- || 
pers. 

Mr. YANCEY. Iam satisfied, sir. All I now || 
have to add is, that I leave the matter between | 
the two gcentlemen from Massachusetts—one of | 
whom [Mr. Asumvun] denies that Mr. Webster is || 
**a pensioned agent of the manufacturers,’’ and the 
other [Mr. Winrnrop] states, ‘‘ by authority,” 
that he is in the enjoyment of ‘an annuity for life,”’ 
given by the commercial interest. If the nature of 
things cannot be changed, it seems that the names 
may. 

Mr. OWEN said, that so many of his fellow- 
members had, this morning, urged him to consent || 
to a postponement of the Smithsonian bill, the spe- | 
cial order of to-day, for one week, with the under- | 
standing that there should be no farther postpone- | 
ment, that he now made that motion, adding to it, || 
by the consent of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
ma, [Mr. C. J. Incersou.,] a motion to postpone | 
a bill relative to a duty on Java coffee, introduced 
by him, and made the special order for this day || 
week—one week longer. 

Mr. HARALSON moved to amend, by insert- || 
ing two weeks instead of one for the first bill, and || 
three weeks instead of two for the other. 

The motion on the amendment was lost. And | 
the question recurring on the original motion of 
Mr. Owen, it was carried. So the Smithsonian | 
bill is made the special order for Tuesday, the 21st || 
of April, and the bill relative to Java coffee, is 
made the special order for Tuesday, the 28th of || 
April. 

Mr. PHELPS gave notice of a motion for leave 
to introduce a bill to confirm certain entries of land 
made at the Springfield land office, in the State of | 
Missouri. 

Mr. PHELPS offered the following resolution, 
viz: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office || 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the || 
expediency of establishing post-routes from Green- || 
field, Dade county, by Buck Prairie, Carsville, || 
and John B. Williams’s, to Forsyth, Taney || 
county, in the State of Missouri; from George- || 
town, Peters county, by Clear Mills, to Lexing- || 
ton, Lafayette county, in the State of Missouri; | 
from Warsaw, Benton county, Missouri, by Osce- | 





by adding thereto the following: 


_diency of establishing a mail coach route from 
Huntsville, by Gunter’s Landing, Double Spring 
Jacksonville, Talladega, to Montgomery, Alo. 
bama, the present seat of the State Government,” 


striking out **‘ Thursday next, at two o’clock 


| der. 


April 14, 


ee 








ola and Batesville, to Fort Scott, in the Indian 
territory; from Washbourne Prairie, Barry coun- 


ty, Missouri, to Maysville, in Arkansas - from 
Bolivar, Polk county, by Humansville, to Ose 


: ; -eola 

St. Clair county, Missouri. . 
The said resolution was read; when 

Mr. McCONNELL moved to amend the same 


“That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the ex 


e- 


Mr. PHELPS accepted the said amendment, 


and modified his said resolution accordingly, and 
the said resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


AMERICAN SETTLERS IN OREGON, 
Mr. HARALSON moved that the House resolye 


itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
| the Union; but withdrew the motion at the request 
| of— 


Mr. BOYD, who offered a resglution, in the 


| usual form, providing that all debate in Commitiee 
of the whole on the state of the Union on the bii] 
to protect the rights of American settlers in the ter- 


retory of Oregon, until the termination of the joint 


occupation of the same, should terminate on Thurs. 
day next, at two o’clock. 


Mr. HOGE moved to amend the resolution, by 


xy 


and inserting, ‘half an hour after taking up said 
bill:’? which motion was rejected. 


Mr. H. further moved to amend the resolution, 


by striking out “Thursday,” and inserting * to- 


morrow.”’ Rejected. 


The question recurring on the resolution— 
Mr. YANCEY inquired whether it was in order 
to state his objections to it? 


The SPEAKER said no discussion was in or- 


Mr. YANCEY then moved to amend the reso- 
lution, so as to substitute ‘* Monday week” for the 
day therein designated. 

Which motion was rejected. 

Mr. G. S. HOUSTON moved to amend the 
resolution by inserting ‘* one o’clock,”’ instead of 
* two.”’ 

Which motion was rejected. 

And then the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. HARALSON renewed his motion that the 


| House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the Union. 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON suggested that the com- 
mittees should be called for reports. 

Mr. HARALSON persisted in his motion. 

And the question thereon having been taken, and 
decided in the affirmative— 

The House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Hamu, of 
Maine, in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill to protect the rights of American 
settlers in the territory of Oregon until the termi- 
nation of the joint occupation of the same. 

Mr. FARAN, who was entitled to the floor from 
last evening, addressed the committee in a speech, 
which is in course of preparation, and which will 


| appear in the Appendix. 


The points only are here presented: 
He said he could not agree with the venerable 


' gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] that 


they should postpone action upon this bill until 
they saw what was to be the fate of the notice In 
the Senate. Let them do what they believed to be 
their duty, and if the Senate failed to do theirs, on 


|| them would rest the responsibility. 


He thought it proper that they should define the 
limits of Oregon in this bill. The common accep- 


| tation of the extent of that territory was that por- 


tion of country lying between the Pacific and the 
Rocky Mountains, embraced between 49° and 54 

40’ north latitude. If the limitation to 49°, as pro- 
posed by the amendment of Mr. McHenry, wes 


| made in this bill, he arrued that it would debar our 


Government from hereafter setting up claim to any 
portion above that parallel. eal 
He justified the President in refusing to reves 
to the country and to the world the exact point to 
which we might go, while the British Government 
made no declarations, nor were asked to make any, 
of the basis on which they might hereafter agree '0 
settle the question. He also vindicated the Presi- 
dent’s refusal to submit the question to arbitration, 


pr 
all 
ob 
th 
co 


the 
of 


in 


fu 
th 
tie 
re 
p 
ti 
ou 
ne 
in 
he 
pe 
fo 
OF 
G 


ac 
80 
on 


th 
he 
st 
mé 


rig 
co 
sh 
m 
n¢ 
th 
cl 


ol 


cl 


eanrrannmos 


— 





we 


— : 
and contended that the British Government having | 

reviously, at several times, refused the 49th par- | 
allel, their offer of arbitration was with a view to 
obtain something better than that line, to which 
the creat majority of both political parties in this 
country were unwilling to assent. 

The impression attempted to be produced on the 
minds of the people of the country, that this ques- 
tion would be and ought to be settled on the basis 
of 49°, he considered an erroneous and injurious 
impression. It was founded upon the erroneous 
assumption that our Government had claims to 
nothing more, inasmuch as it has several times 
made the offer; but that he said was by way of 
compromise, in which each party offer to surren- 
der to the other by way of settlement, that to 
which they think they have the best right; and also 
upon the assumption that, by the conventions of 
1218 and 1827, we had agreed that Great Britain 
has rights in that territory. But that convention, 
so far from acknowledging any claims, expressly 
left that whole question in abeyance. It was also | 
unwise, he contended, to make this impression, be- | 
cause we have no proof that Great Britain will ac- 
cept of this line; in order to show the improbabil- 
ity of which, he read from a paper before him a 
detailed chronological account of the various offers 
(and their rejections) made by the British and 
American Governments respectively during the 
whole course of negotiation on this subject. In 
further estimating the probability of the refusal by 
the British Government of this line, Mr. F. no- 
ticed the obstacle presented to it by the cavalier 
rejection by Mr. Pakenham of Mr. Buchanan’s last 

A ae . > 
proposition; and from Sir Robert Peel’s declara- 
tion concerning it, that ** he could not say’’ that it 
ought to have been rejected, he denied the correct- | 
ness of the inference that he (Sir Robert Peel) was 
in favor of accepting it, but considered that it would 
have been more conformable to his dictates of 
policy to have kept it under revision for a while 
for the excitement here to abate, and a door be || 
opened for future and more favorable settlement to | 
Great Britain. 

He mentioned the unfavorable effect which the | 
acceptance of that line would have upon the Hud- 
son ies Company, destroying it, as it would, in | 
one year, and the indecision manifestsd by the 
American Congress, and the tone of a portion of 
the commercial and other press, and of individuals | 
here favoring British pretensions; both which he | 
strongly reprobated, as other obstacles to a settle- 
ment on the line of 49°. 

He believed that the British Government had no || 
right whatever to any portion of the Northwest 
coast between 42° and 54° 40’; that the notice 
should be given; and that, whatever negotiations 
might hereafter arise, the question of boundary was 
notan open subject to be treated of, but merely 
the period which should be allowed to them to 
close up their affairs and remove fram the territory. | 

In conclusion, he gave notice, that when he wrote 
out his speech, he should take the liberty to in- 
clude other points upon which want of time pre- 
vented his now dwelling. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, mentioning the fact that he had 
had the honor of oceupying the chair of the com- 
mittee when the resolution for giving the notice 
was under consideration, and had thereby been 
prevented from addressing the committee, pro- | 
ceeded to give his views upon the general subject, 
of which we give but a sketch at present; but 
which will be more fully presented hereafter. 

He alluded to the resolutions of amendment, | 
which he had grepoont to the resolution for giving |, 
the notice, and to the opinions therein expressed, i 
which still remained unchanged. He believed that | 
the true course of the country was to give the || 
notice to Great Britain for the termination of the || 
convention of 1827; and inasmuch as it was appre- || 








hended by some, that this notice would be consid- | 
ered by Great Britain a declaration of war, he was | 
Willing to accompany the notice with a declaration | 
on the part of the President, that the matter is still | 
open to negotiation; and that the war power of the 
Government relating both to the army and the navy |, 
should be placed under the control of the Presi- 
dent, with a sufficient amount of money to make 
all necessary preparations for defence. He was 
still of the same opinion. He did not believe that 
delay had been of benefit at all; on the contrary, 
that it was prejudicial to our interests. We alre y 
found it declared in England that there would be |, 
found a party in this country who would sustain i 





them. This was doubtless a mistaken idea. But 
the longer we delayed this matter, the more diffi- 
culty we should find in settling it. 

He was gratified to see that the amendment of 
his colleague, [Mr. McHenry,] confining the ope- 
ration of this bill to the south of 49°, had been voted 
down. 
this House should declare whether it was for 49° 
or 54° 40’, and upon this bill. Mr. T. reviewed 
the course of this Government, tracing the unity 
of the position occupied by it from the year 1827, 
when we claimed the territory up to 54° 40’, down 
to the passage by this House at the last session, by 
a vote of 140 to 59, of the bill extending our juris- 
diction up to 54° 40’; and he took the position 
that the Democratic party, in passing this bill, held 
out to the President the idea that they would sus- 
tain him in asserting the right and title of this 
country to 54° 40’. 

It was important, for two reasons, that the first 
section of this bill should assert what we believe 
to be our right: first, because the British Govern- 
ment would believe that we were backing out from 
our pretensions, if, believing that we have a just 
title to 54° 40’, we do not declare it; and second, 
if we did not believe that we were entitled to 54° 
40’, that the President of the United States might 
know that he was not to be sustained by Congress 
in asserting our claims higher than 49°, : 

He was no advocate for war. The civilized 
world, for twenty-eight years, had enjoyed a peace 
that has aided the prosperity of the world in every 
respect; and any man who, without just cause, 
should disturb its peaceful relations, would deserve 
the execrations of mankind. But he would not 


| be deterred, from the anticipation of the evils of 


war—which he portrayed in strong terms—from 
the assertion and maintenance of our just rights. 


| They should, at once, be declared by the Repre- 
sentatives of the people, as far as they believe 
| them to exist, in order that the people might be 


informed of the opinions of their Representatives. 
The peopie, after they were satisfied of the extent 


| of their just rights, wanted no more; but they 
' would submit to surrender none of them. Though 


he was no advocate for war, he yet apprehended 
no danger to this country from the ultimate result 


| of a conflict with Great Britain, or any other na- 


tion or nations. The declaration of war with 
Great Britain would sound the tocsin of the con- 
flict which should drive forever the British power 


| from this continent. 
Mr. T. examined at some length, and with mi- | 
nuteness, the question of title to the Oregon terri- | 


tory, as founded on the several grounds of discov- 
ery, exploration, &c.; arriving at the conclusion 
that the right of discovery and of formal possession, 
according to the usages of those times, and of grant 
from Ferdinand and Isabella, according to the laws 
of nations then received by the Christian world, 
was in Spain; that the right of exploration and 
settlement was in the United States; that Great 
Britain never did make any permanent settlement 


| prior to the convention of 1818, and could acquire 


no right since that time, because of the existence 
of the convention of non-occupation; and that, on 
the termination of this convention after twelve 
months notice, the claims of the two nations would 
remain the same as they existed in 1818, with the 


| exception that the United States had subsequently 
| (in 1819) acquired the right of Spain, and had thus, 


in her own right and in that of Spain, the elements 
of discovery, exploration, and settlement, which 


| constituted a good and valid title to the whole ter- 


ritory. 

He referred to a question previously put by his 
colleague, [Mr. G. Davis,] how the present Exec- 
utive, who believed we were entitled to 54° 40’, 
could offer to the British Government the line of 
499°; and said he would answer his honorable col- 


But he thought the time had come when | 
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league by asking him another question: If the | 
venerable gentleman from Massachusetts believed | 
our title good to 54° 40’, how could he have offered | 


to the British Government the line of 49°? 


t And 
if Mr. Clay, who was that gentleman’s Secretary | 


of State, believed our title extended so far, also, | 


how could he have offered 499°? 


to Mr. Clay, inasmuch as the offer had not been 
made previously to the time when made by them. 


He argued that this matter would not be settled | 


between the two countries until the notice is given, 


Mr. Polk himself | 
|| declared that he had made the offer in deference to | 


the acts of his predecessors; but this reason did | 
| not apply to the gentleman from Massachusetts and 
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because any alteration of the present existing state 
of things would be less favorable to British inter- 
ests than her present position, enjoying, as she 
does, the right of navigation and of trade—a free 
introduction of her merchandise into that terri- 
tory. For this reason the notice should be given, 
not as a war measure, but as a peace measure. 
No man could doubt, (he said,) if this matter were 
not settled with Great Britain in a very short time, 
but war must inevitably ensue. 

He contended that we had a right to pass this 
bill whether we gave the notice or not. With or 
without the notice, we had the right to extend the 
shield of our laws over our people in that territory, 
and to carry out all the measures recommended by 
the President. 

But gentlemen asked, ** What do you expect to 
do, provided this notice is given?’? Could any 
man doubt that, after the termination of the twelve 
months of notice, we would extend our jurisdic- 
tion up to 54° 40’? Noman could doubt it. The 
result was plain. This question must either be 
settled by negotiation, or collision between the two 
countries would certainly follow. 

Mr. T. concluded by renewing his appeal to gen- 
tlemen, who believed that we are entitled to 54° 
40', to come out and declare it on this bill, that the 
President and the treaty-making power may know 
to what extent they will be sustained by the Rep- 
resentatives of the people. If they believed that 
our claims went only to 49°, let them equally de- 
clare it, for the same reason. For one, he took the 
former position, and he should come out boldly 
and avow it; and he confided in the President aud 
Senate to take the proper course in the matter; he 
would not praise or blame the action of the treaty- 
making power in advance. 

Mr. VINTON obtained the floor, and offered 
the following as an amendment to the amendment: 

‘Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so 
construed or executed as to deprive the subjects of 
Great Britain of any of the rights and privileges 
secured to them by the convention signed at Lon- 
don between the United States and Great Britain 
on the 6th day of August, 1627; nor so as to vio- 
late said convention in any other manner whatever, 
and this act shall remain in force till said conven- 
tion shall be annulled and abrogated, and no long- 
Ory: 

Mr. TRUMAN SMITH withdrew his amend- 
ment. 

And Mr. Vinton’s took its place. 

Mr. VINTON then explained his views in rela- 
tion to the operation of the bill, expressing his in- 
tention to vote for it, if the proviso should be in- 
serted. If not, he could not give it his sanction. 

Mr. V., in the course of his remarks, referred 
to the motives which induced the Whigs to vote 
for the notice last winter. 

Mr. WOODWARD explained. He did not in- 
tend, yesterday, to make any charge against the 
Whig side of the House, in alluding to their course 
last winter in relation to *‘notice.”’ He meant no 
more than to state, historically, the facts as they 
occurred, and to explain how they influenced the 
vote of the House upon the Oregon bill; and he 
submitted that he had stated the facts correctly, 
but was, perhaps, wrong in undertaking to guess 
at the motives that actuated the Whig members. 
He entertained no doubt whatever that the honor- 
able member from Ohio [Mr. Vinton] voted as he 
then did for the reasons he now states, and he 
was free to admit that the rest of the Whigs were 
governed by the same motives. 
~ [Whilst Mr. V. was speaking, the committee 
rose informally, and the Speaker resumed the 
chair, for the purpose of receiving a message in 
writing from the President of the United States, 
by the hands of J. K. Walker, Eats his private 
secretary. Under the impression that the Mes- 
sage was an answer to Mr. C. J. Incersorv’s cali 
for information, some anxiety was manifested for 
its reading. But it had no reference to that sub- 
ject. 

Mr. COBB followed in advocacy of the bill, and 
urged the necessity of defining in it the extent of 
our rights to Oregon, and of making a permanent 
extension of our jurisdiction, and the protection of 
our laws over our citizens in that territory, con- 
tending that we might as well do this one year in 
advance, as one month in advance of the termina- 
tion of the convention—thereby avoiding the pos- 
sibility ofan interregnum of American laws, (while 
those of the British would continue, and those 
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established by the citizens of Oregon themselves | 
would be of no avail, having been superseded by | 
such temporary extension of our laws,) and argu- | 
ing especially that this extension of jurisdiction 
over our citizens, in the whole territory, being not | 


in violation of, but in conformity to, the treaty, 
might be voted for as well by those who would be 
willing to compromise our differences with Great 
Britain on the line of 49°, as by those who believed 
our tide perfectly good to 54° 40’, and without im- 
pairing their freedom of action hereafter. 

~ In the course of Mr. C.’s remarks, of which a 
more extended report will appear hereafter, he 
vielded for explanations or inquiries to Mr. VIN- 
‘TON and Mr. BURT. 

Mr. HOLMES said he had not heard a single 
gentleman, whether Democrat or Whig, express an 
opinion upon this bill, who was not in favor of 
passing it, should some modifications be adopted. 
He had, until yesterday, considered the bill harm- 
less, and he had really intended to give it his vote. 
But the discussion of yesterday had induced him 
to examine the bill more closely; and he found him- 
self compelled to oppose it. In doing this, he was 
compelled to go against his colleagues, and also 
against the Democracy of the House, and even 
without the consolauion of having the Whigs with 
him. 

The notice he had deemed a precursor of evil; 
but it was a cloud no bigger than a man’s hand, 
compared with the mighty influence which now 
hung over the land. There was nota single provi- 
sion of this bill that was not a distinct violation of 
the convention. The convention stipulated that the 
right of eminent domain should be held in abeyance; 
but this bill asserted for us the right of eminent do- 
main—the exercise of empire over the region. The 
Hudson Bay Company had received laws acting 
on persons. They claimed no territorial or proper- 
ty jurisdiction, They had erected some forts under 
the stipulations of the treaty, they being allowed to 
trade with the Indians. But what did this bill do? 
I: contained three provisions, all of which were in 
violation of the convention. In the first place, it 
extended the whole jurisdiction of Towa over the 
entire recion; and here he would remark that this 
would be as much in violation of the treaty, if it 
extended to 49°, as if it extended to 54°40". The 
convention stipulated for a joint jurisdiction and 
usufruct. 

Mr. JACOB THOMPSON here asked the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, whether by extending 
our laws over our citizens in that region, we vio- 
lated the treaty stipulation ? 

Mr. HOLMES had, he said, argued, that by ex- 
tending the whole judicial power of Iowa over 
Orecon, we had asserted and claimed the eminent 
domain. His objection was to the exercise of 
eminent domain. There was another clause in the 
hill, to which he had a strong objection: he meant 
the provision for the erection of military posts. 

Mr. JAMES THOMPSON explained that this 
provision of the bill was rendered unnecessary by 
a bill which had already passed the House. He 
also remarked that the right to erect fortifications in 
the territory by either party had never been doubt- 
ed. ‘The establishment of a military post at the 
mouth of the Columbia was recommended by Mr. 
Monroe and by Mr. Adams. 

Mr. HOLMES said he doubted it, notwith- 
standing these authorities. Was not the asser- 
tion of territorial rights a violation of the treaty of 
1897 ? 

Mr. ‘THOMPSON said, if our Government ex- 
ercised a jurisdiction over the whole territory during 
the existence of the treaty, that would be a viola- 
tion of it; but when the treaty was at an end, it 
would be no violation, 

Mr. HOLMES understood, he said, the question 
to be this: whether the right of empire being in 
abeyance, the erection of military posts was not 
ample assertion of eminent domain? 

Now, (said Mr. H.,) if we pass this bill, and 
sive itto the President to be executed, would it not 
devolve upon the President a power to involve us 
inacollision? There was another provision in this 
bill, to which he objected: the establishment of 


Indian agencies for the regulation of trade with the 
Indians, without modification or condition. The 
powers of the Indian agent were at least pro-con- 
sular—he regulated the trade with, and in fact rov- 
erned, the Indians. Mr. H. alluded to the fact that 
many of these Indian tribes had been subsidized 
by the Hudson Bay Company, and that an attempt 


| the United States on the subject of the Cherokee | 
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to control them would involve us in a collision at | a bill to reduce duties on imports, and for other 
once. | pur 


| ses. 

In fact, (Mr. H. said,) no bill could be framed | he SPEAKER said: The second reading of ¢ 
that was a more complete and explicit assertion of |) bill. x 
our exclusive rights in the territory. The gentle-|| Mr. STEWART objected. 
man from Georgia [Mr. Copp] goes, he says, upon || The SPEAKER. Objection is made; so the 
our rights; but unfortunately, others also adhered || question will be, ‘* Shall this bill be rejected ?” ; 
to their rights. He had examined this subject of Some conversation followed; after which, 
right, and he would grant that gentlemen who stood The SPEAKER said that the question of the 
upon 54° 40’ could with more reason support this | rejection of the bill was not debatable. 
bull than he could. He had heard no argument in And the question, ‘‘ Shall this bill be rejected :” 
favor of the exclusive title to Oregon up to the Rus- | was taken, and decided in the negative. ~ 
sian boundary, except that which was based on So the bill was not rejected. 
the Spanish claim. Upon what did that Spanish It was then read a second time by its title, and, 
title rest?) He was surprised to hear from a Pro- || on motion of Mr. McKAY, was referred to the 
testant gentleman, in the nineteenth century, the || Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
doctrine that the title rests upon a grant from the || Mr. McKAY gave notice that he would, at some 
Pope, and which, if good, would give the whole || early day, ask the House to fix a time for which 
continent to Spain. Mr. H. remarked upon the || they would make the bill the special order. 
absurdity of this pretension, and his surprise that || Several voices: ‘* Do it now.”’ 
one who had grown gray in public affairs, who Mr. McKAY. I will not make the motion now, 
was high in rank and in honor, and who was par | because I promised some gentlemen that I would 
excellence the American diplomatist, should ad- | not. 
vance the opinion that we had atitle through Spain | [Our reporter has compiled, with much haste, 
from Pope Alexander the Sixth. ‘ Non invideo, || the following abstract or synopsis of the bill. It 
sed miror magis,’’ exclaimed Mr. H., in reference || is believed to be sufficiently accurate and full to 
to this doctrine. We must rest, said Mr. H., upon || give a general view or outline of its provisions.— 
our own title by discovery and exploration. We || Nat. Int. 
must rest on our own title, and not that of Spain. || From and after the 1st December next, the du- 

If we took this title, we must rely upon Genesis | ties on imports shall be as follows: 
for its authority, and it might give us an Exodus. Goods to pay 75 per cent. ad valorem.—Brandy and other 
The subject was too grave for a jest, but if this ar- || SPitits, cordals. 


: : Goods to puy 30 per cent. ad valorem.—Alabaster, almonds 
gument was not a joke, it was difficult to say what | anchovies, German silver, gold and silver embroidery : arti’ 
it was. , 


That baseless fabric of a title, we were || cles worn by men, women, and children, made wholly or 
called upon to support, and, in defence of it, to || im part by hand; asses, skins, balsams, co-metics, &c. ; has- 


. : yy || Kets, bay rum, beads, benzoats, Bologna saucages, bracelets, 
lead oar people to attle. He believed our own | &c.; gum-elastic articles, brooms and brushes, cameos s¢ t, 
title to be just, so far as it went. Our acts made it | eanes, capers, &c.; caps made of fur, caps, gloves, legzins 


good, and it derived no aid from the Spanish title, || &c.; card cases, pocket books, &ec.; carpets and carpeting, 
The gentleman from Georgia had no apprehen- || *¢-3 carriages and parts, cassia, Cayenne pepper, cheese, 
3) s to the effect of this mei He (Mr. H | cinnamon, clocks and parts of clocks, ready-made clothing, 
sion as to the elec us measure. e (Mr. H.) | cloves, coach and harness furniture, coal, coke, coinb-, 
confessed that he had. Would it not have the effect || compositions of glass, &c. when set, composition table tops, 
to obstruct a negotiation, which was the only alter- || comfits, &c.; confectionary ofall kinds ; coral, cotton cords, 
native to a war, by asserting eminent domain? || Court plaster; crayons of all kinds, currants, cutlery of all 
Weni hallenze, followed | fi kinds, dates, diamonds, &c. when set in gold, &e.; dolls 
as it not a challenge, followe sf a request for || and toys of all kinds, epaulets, &e.; fans, feathers, and 
an explanation? Upon the day when the notice 
terminated the joint occupancy, it would place us in 


|| flowers; figs, frames and sticks for umbrellas; furniture, 
|| eabinet; ginger, grapes, gum benzoin, hair pencils; hat 

* 3 +17 : | ie Ye . yy ir. i ink eder: 
collision with Great Britain. bodies, of « otton 3 honey, human hair, ink and ink powder ; 
nm . ~1: 2 | iron, in blooms, bolts, bars, loops, pigs, rods, slabs, or other 
Phe gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Vinton] had || form, not otherwise provided for; castings of iron, scrap 
demonstrated, thatif his amendment was notadopt- || iron, vessels of cast iron, japanned ware, jewelry, jet or 
ed, the termination of the joint ace put us, || st a ot 9 nn pencils, meee — 
ati : . -_ 1-1 | manufactures of the cork tree, manufactures of bone, &c. ; 
ipso facto, in a state of open war. Should this bill || manufactures of brass, copper, gold, iron, lead, pcwter, 
be passed, he would say nhrepare at once—and he || platina, silver, tin, &c.; manufactures of cotton, wool, silk, 
would not stand back. e owed it to the Presi- || worsted; linen, if embroidered or tamboured ; manufactures 
dent, and to the country, if we gave him these || of _ — os “nl eee setae 
7ere iv ; ; sth || Watches, glasses for spectacles ; on glass, porcelain: 
Pes to give him also thirty millions, to enable glass; manufacture of leather, manufactures of marble, of 
him to carry out the purposes of the bill. We |! paper, of papier maché, of wood, of wool; medicinal pre- 
must not leave our citizens in Oregon in such a sit- || parations, metallie pens, mineral waters, molasses, me 
uation as will justify the accusation against us, | kets, rifles, &e.; nutmegs; oil cloth ; oils volatile, essentia 


’ , or expressed; Olive oil, salad; olives; paper, paper boxes, 
that we have abandoned them to destruction. and other fancy boxes; paper envelopes, parasols, parch- 


Mr. MILTON BROWN took tke floor, and, on | ment; pepper, pimento; plated and gilt ware, of all kinds; 
his motion, the committee rose. || playing cards; plums; prepared fish, poultry and game; 
On motion of Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, the || prunes, raisins; red chalk pencils; saddlery of all kinds ; sal- 


‘ — . mon, preserved; scagliola table tops ; sealing wax; cigars, 
message received yesterday from the President of | and manufactures of tobacco; side arms, silver-plated metal, 


soaps, sugars, sirups of sugar; umbrellas, vellum, w afers, 
relations, with the accompanying report of the | water colors; wines of all kinds, 


: ae : § 4 , .—Buttons of all kinds, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, were ordered to | Bviconge mt nny pene eee, loons. thew of 
’ oe = > . 


be printed. : a || cotton; manufactures of cotton, goat’s hair or mohair; of 
Mr. THOMPSON moved the printing of an ex- || sitk, of worsted ; slates other than pultiog tate, woollen and 

tra number of the report. | worsted yarn, wool unmanufactured, : 
beats ‘ : : Goods to pay 20 per cent. ad valorem.—Acids, ale, beer, 
Objection being made, the motion lies over. || and porter; aloes, alum, amber, ambergris, anise seed, animal 
THE TARIFF. || carbon, antimony, arrowroot; dyeing or tanning articles, not 
r-aAU : || ina erude state; assafertida, bacon, banannas, barley, beef, 
Mr. McKAY, from the Committee of Ways and || beeswax, berries, bismuth, _— apple, a 
Means, asked leave to report a bill. || books, blue vitriol, lumber, baran, boncho leaves, brecia, 
ieee having ae ‘| bronze powder, burgundy pitch, butter, cadmium, calamine, 

’ > . < nears | 


>a aor : calomel, camphor, cantharides, caps, gloves, &c., made of 
Mr. HOPKINS moved a suspension of the | cotton, cassia buds, castor oil, eastorum, chromate of lead, 


rules. || chocolate, chromate, bichromate, hydryodate aud prussiate 
of potash, cobalt, cocoa nuts, coculus indicus, coppers, 
. . : copper, rods, bolts, nails, and spikes; copper bottoms, cop: 
A motion to adjourn was made and rejected. 4 in sheets or plates, called brazier’s copper ; corks, cu 
After some conversation, — nm! pulp; ene Saenionad af deonecaths tah. 
‘he <PRAK nti Ri aieat ether; feathers and downs, feldspar, be ee ake 
The SPEAK ER obv = d the ob ecuert allowed || smoked, salted, dried, or pickled ; fish glue, fish skins, flats, 
by the rule to the introduction of business out of 


t | D | braids, plaits, sparture and willow squares ; floss silks, vn 
its rerular order. He said the first business in or- || of sulphur, Frankfort black, French chalk, fruit, fulminates, 
der is the call of the committees for reports. Re- 


furs dressed on the skin ; ee ginger; a . 
: . ‘ . ~ : i ; rass cloth, npowder ; P ; 
orts are in order from the Committee on Elections, || NOt CUE OF printed; glue, g ee 
[Much merriment. | 


hair, &e., used for beds and mattresses; hams, hats and 
bonnets of straw, hats of wool, hat-bodies of wool, hatter 
No reports having been made from the Commit- 
tee on Elections— 


|| plash of silk or cotton, hemp unmanufactared ; hempseet, 
|| and linseed, and rapeseed oil; Indian corn and ees 

SPEAKE ; : i anha, iridium, iris or orris root, ivory or bone 3 

The SPEAKER said: The Committee of Ways | claw. Juniper berries, jute, Sisal grass; coir and other 
and Means. 


| vegetable substances, lene ; - eaiphrer, lame: 

P i | bla leather, lead, lea s, le ’ 

M r. McKAY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by |! ee Ronin d > commen pipes, | Sama 

the Committee of Ways and Means to reporta |) ooo? m oe flax, of hemp; marine coral, ae 

bill. x sat ie || manufactured ; floor matting, of flags, jute, or grass Fost 
And the bill was read a first time by its title, as ') cinal drugs, roots, and leaves, in a crude state; metals 0 





On which motion no quorum voted. 
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pineapples pitch, plantain, plumbago, pork, potatoes, potas- 


‘a, Prussian blue, pumpkins, putty, quills, red chalk, rhu- 


aper-hangings, pearl barley; periodicals, aud other 


barb, rice OF paddy, roofing slates ; roil brimstone, Roman | 


wpent; rye and rye flour; saddiery, common, tuned or 
= nt di: sago, sal soda, and all ower carbonates of seda, 
afecalts, sarsaparilla ; sewing silks, shaddocks, sheathing 
oapet, shoes of India rubber, silk, twist, tanned and dressed 


skins, slate pencils, smaitz, spermaccti candles, spirits of 


turpentine, Sponge, spunk, squills, starch, stearine caudies, 
stereotype plates, sull bottoms, sulphates of barytes and 
quinine, tallow candies, tapioca, tar, thread Jaces and in- 
serting’s 3 tobaceo, unmanufaciured ; twine and pack thread, 
type metal, types, vanilla beaas, verdigcis, coiton velvet, vel- 
vet of cotton and siik, vermilion, vinegar, wax candles, 
whalebone, Wheat and wheat flour, white and red lead, 
whiting, White vitriol, window glass, unmauufactured woud, 
woollen listings, yarus. , 

To poy 15 per cent. ad valorem.—Angola, Thibet, and goat’s 
pair, unimanufactured ; arsenic, Peruvian and quilla bark, 
Brazil pa-te, cedar w ood, ebony, granadilla, mahogany » rose- 
wood, satin wood, couilla, giazier’s diamonds, dragon’s 


blood, extracts of indigo, logwood and madder, unmanu- | 


factured flax, gold and siiver leaf, bronze and iron liquors, 
mauna, marble in the rough, Dutch and bronze metal in 
te leaf, mineral cromes; sewing, darning, and kuitting 
peedies; ozier or willow for baskets, paving tiles, seppia; 


steel in bars, plates, or sheets; zinc, speiter, or teutenugue, — 


in sheets. 


To pey 10 per cent. ad valorem.—Ammonia, aranatto; | 


printed books, magazines, pamphlets, periodicals, and iilus- 
trated newspapers; building stones, cameos, and mosaics, 


chronometers and parts, cocoa and cccoa shells, compo-i- | 


tions of glass and paste, cork-tree bark, cream tartar, cud- 
bear; diamonds, gems, pearls, rubies, and other precious 


stones, unset; engravings; flax, hemp, and rape seed; ful- | 


} 


pair of all kinds, uncleaned, unnianufactured ; india-rubber, 


in bottles, slabs, or sheets; lemon and lime juice, lime, mu- || 


sic and music paper, maps and charts, nux vomica, palin 
aud cocoa-nut oils, orpiment, palm-leaf, plaster of Paris, pol- 
ishing stones, pumice, quicksilver, rattans and reeds, rotten 


stone, sal ammouniae, saitpetre, raw silk, soda ash, sulphuric | 
acid, taiton, marrow, and ail other soap stocks, tearne tin | 


plates, tinfoil, tin in plates and sheets, tin plates galvanized, 
watches and wateh materials, woad or pustel. 

Tv pay 5 per cent. ud valorem.—Aicornoque, barilla ; bells, 
when old, or bell metal; bleaching powders; brass, in pigs 


or bars; Old brass, bristles, burr stones, chalk, clay, cochin- | 
eal; copper, in pigs or bars; old copper, flints, grindstones, | 


gun Arabic, gum Barbary, gum East India, gum Jeddy, gum 
Senegal, gum substitute or burnt starch, gum tragacanth, 
horns, bones and teeth, indigo, kelp, kermes, lac dye, lac 


spirits, madder, nation, nickel, paving stones, old pewter, || 


rags; raw hides and skins, whether dried or salted; raw 


hides, pickled ; safliower, saffron and saflron cake; saltpetre | 


or nitrate of soda, or potash when crude; seedlac, shellac, 
sumac, terra japonica, or ecatachu; tin, in pigs, bars, or 


blocks; tortoise and other shells, unmauufactured ; tumeric ; | 
waste or shoddy; weld; zinc, spelter, or teutenugue, un- | 


manufactured, not otherwise provided for. 


All articles not specially provided for shall pay twenty per 


cent. ad valorem. 


The following to be admitted free of duty :—Animals im- 
ported for breed; argol, or crude-tartar berries; nuts and | 


’ 
vegetables, unmanutactured, used for dyeing ; all dyewoods 


in sticks; crude brimstone ; gold and silver bullicn ; cabinet 


coins, medals, and collections of antiquities ; coffee and tea | 


when imported direct from place of growth in American 
vessels, or foreign vessels entitled by reciprocal treaties to 
be exempt from discriminating duties, tonnage, and other 
charges ; coffee, the growth of the possessions of the Nether- 
lands, imported from the Netherlands in the same manner ; 
gold, silver, and copper coin; copper ore, copper imported 


for the United States Mint; cotton, felt for sheathing ves- |! 


sels; fish fresh caught; garden, and other seeds not other- 
wise provided for; goods, wares, aud merchandise, the 
growth or manufacture of the United States exported and 
brought back to the United States in the same condition as 
when exported, on which no bounty or drawback has been 
allowed; green turtles, guano, household effects, old and in 
we of persons or families from abroad, not intended for 
sale, &c.; ivery unmanutactured, ivory nuts or vegetable 
ivory, old junk, madder root, models of inventions and other 
luprovements In the arts, nutgalis, oakum, spermaceti oil, 
whale and other fish of American fisheries, other articles 


of produce ofsuch fisheries, paintings and statuary of Amer- | 
ican artists, other paintings and statuary if imported as ob- | 
jects of taste, mother of pearl; personal and household | 
effects of citizens dying abroad; plaster of Paris unground; | 
platina unmanufactured ; sheathing copper, 48 by 14 inches, | 


weight 14 to 34 ounces per square foot; sheathing metal; 
spectnens Of natural history, mineralogy, or botany; trees, 
situbs, plants, and roots; wearing apparel in use and other 


personal effeets, professional books, unplements and tools | 


of trade. 


In any year in which there shall be a deficiency of reve- i 


nue, 10 per cent. ad valorem on tea and coffee, to take effect 
‘ter the first quarter of the ensuing year. 

Instead of the bounty on pickled fish,a drawback equalin 
amount to the duty on salt shall be paid. 


Goods in public store on the 2d December, 1846, shall be | 
subject to no other duty upon the entry thereof than if im- | 


ported after that day. 


‘ Goods imported from this side the Cape of Good Hope or 

Ape Horn may remain in public store for one hundred and 
lity days; and if imported from beyond those capes, one 
hundred and eighty days, 

On entry, an aa 
may be made b 
the value to the 
try whence imported, and to add all costs, &c., upon which 
amount so made, duty shall be assessed. 

If the appraisers think the goods are undervalued with the 


y the person making the entry, so as to raise 


ye course of republication in the United States; | 


ly’s earth, hatters’ furs, goldbeaters’ skins, gunny cloth; || 


dition to the cost or value of the invoice || 


» true market value in the markets of the coun- | 
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red; mineral and bituminous substances, crude ; | intention of fraud, the goods may be taken for the use of the 
cal instruments; mirate of lead, nuts, oats, ochres, | 
ie nimal,) olive oil other than salad, opium, oranges, | 
a ind limes, Orange aud lemon peel; patent mordant, || 


United States, and sold at auction, and the proceeds placed 
in the treasury; the ownerto be paid the amount declared in 


| the entry, and five per centuin in addition. This to be the 
| law till Ist January, 1848. 


All revenue and custom-house officers who are not now 
sworn, to be sworn faithfully and diligently to perform the 


duties of their offices respectively. 
All acts and parts of acts repugnant to be repealed. 
SICK AND DISABLED SEAMEN. 

Mr. GRINNELL, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred sundry petitions of 
officers and seamen engaged in the whale fishery, 
and of citizens of various towns in Massachusetts 
and other States in their behalf, reported a bill sup- 
plementary to the act for the relief of sick and dis- 
abled seamen, and for other purposes. The bill pro- 
vides that vessels arriving from a whaling voyage 
shall pay ten cents per month for the time con- 
sumed in the voyage for every seaman, to be re- 
tained from the wages or shares of the seamen; 
which sum shall be added to the fund for the bene- 

| fit of sick and disabled seamen. And there is ap- 

, propriated out of the public Treasury, $20,000 for 

| the erection of a marine hospital at New Bedford, 

| in Massachusetts, and the further sum of $20,000 
for the erection of a marine hospital at New Lon- 
don, in Connecticut. The bill was read and com- 
mitted. 

And the House adjourned. 





FALLS OF THE OHi0o. 


The following is a copy of the bill introduced 
yesterday by Mr. Henvey: 


A BILL to remove obstructions to the navigation of the 
falls of the Ohio. 


‘¢ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause a dam and lock to be constructed at the 
falis of the Ohio river, of a substantial and permanent char 
| acter, adequate for the passage at all times of such vessels 
as navigate that river. 

Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That the sum of two hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars be, and itis hereby, appropri- 
ated for that purpose. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions and memorials were pre- 


sented, under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 


By Mr. TIBBATTS: The memorial of Benjamin Craw- 
ford, in relation to his invention of a scale, by which the 
amount of pressure and the quantity of water in steam- 
|| boilers will be accurately shown: referred to the Commit- 
|| tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. J. B. HUNT: The memorial of Benjamin Loomis, 
of Michigan, for an invalid pension: referred to the Com- 
mitiee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCAMMON: The petition of James Walker and 
59 others, praying for a mail-route from Saco to Lowell, in 
the State of Maine, through Buxton, Standish, Limington, 
Baldwin, Sebago, Denmark, Bridgton, and Swedden ; refer- 
red to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. STEWART: Tie memorial of the trustees of the 
public schools of Washington city, praying for aid: referred 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia. The remon- 


the proposed change of the duties on silk. The petition of 
alarge number of the citizens of New Hampshire, remon- 
| Strating against any change of the present tariff. 


By Mr. BROCKENBROUGH: The petition of Sarah P. | 


|| Anderson, for compensation for loss of property seized tipon 
|| for the use of the United States: referred to the Committee 
|| On Claims. 

| By Mr. HARMANSON: The petition of widow Gramilla 
| and heirs, for confirmation of a tract of land in Louisiana. 

| By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The memorial of the Legis- 
| Jative Assembly of the Territory of Wisconsin, on the sub- 
ject of a penitentiary. The memorial of the same body, 
|| relative to the canal lands, and to the even sections on the 
|| canal reserve in said Territory. ‘The memorial of the same 
body for an appropriation of Fort Howard to the Territory 
| for educational purposes. The memoria! of the same body, 
| gelative to the establishing certain mail-routes. 

| By Mr. R. SMITH: The memorial of William S. Wait 
|! and 103 other citizens of Bond county, Illinois, praying a 
\| money appropriation for the further construction of the 
|; Cumberland road: referred to the Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. HENLEY: The petition of James B. MeCutcheon, 
of Indiana, asking compensation for property destroyed by 
| the American army during the last war. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of 95 citizens of the county 
of Mercer, in the State of Lilinois, asking an appropriation 


sissippi river: referred to the Committee on Roads and 
Canals. 

By Mr. SCAMMON: The petition of Ann Smith, of Hol- 
lis, Maine, widow of John Smith, praying for a pension on 
account of the services of her amend ering the revolu- 
tionary war: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
|| Pensions. 

By Mr. HARALSON: The petition of John W. Shep- 
herd, heir of Peter Shepherd, deceased, praying Congress to 
pass an act authorizing the heirs of the said Peter Shep- 


|| cated land belonging to the General Government, or to pay 
'} to said heirs a sum of money equivalent to the original 


stranee of the importing merchants of New York, against | 


for the removal of obstructions in the rapids of the Mis- | 


herd to locate a certain military land warrant on any unlo- | 
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right in said warrant: referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. STEWART: Resolutions of Pennsylvania Legis- 
lature, in favor of the establishment of a naval depdt at 
Erie, Pennsy!vania: referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELPS: The petition of Foster Demartus, of 
Missouri, a soldier in the late war, praying to be pemnit- 
ted to select 160 acres of public land in lieu of his bounty 


land which is worthless: referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of Bernard O'Neal, of 
Portsmouth, Virginia, praying for compensation for injuries 
done to his lands by officers of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States: reterred to the Conmittee of Claims. 

By Mr. GILES: The memorial of Ross Wynans, and 
others, of the city of Baltimore, dealers in steel, and manu- 
facturers of agricultural instruments, praying Uiat stecl may 
be admitted duty free: referred to tie Committee of Ways 
and Means. 7 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of Asa Hull, of 
Joliet, Minois: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. Also, a petition for a mail-route from Dundee, Kane 
county, via Barrington, Lake Zurich, and Gilmer, to Liber- 
tyville, Lake county, Mlinois. Also, for a mail route from 
Littletort, Otsego, Sterling, and Mill creek, to Antioch, Hli- 
nois: referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL: The petition and ac- 
companying papers of Anna Farrington, widow of Jonathan 
Park, a soldier of the Revolution, aking for a pension: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. HARMANSON: The petition of Marcus F. Jobn- 
son, to be allowed to enter a parcel of land asa pre-emption: 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. Also, the peti- 
tion of the inhabitants of Louisiana, for a mail-route from 
Vandalia to Litie Providence: referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Rords. 

By Mr. PRESTON KING: The petition of citizens of 
St. Lawrence county, New York, for a mail-route from 
Antwerp to Canton, via Shingle creek, Fowler, Fuilerville, 
Edwards and Russell— three times in each week. Also, re 
monstrance of citizens of St. Lawrence county, New York, 
aguinet the extension of a certain plough patent to Jethro 
Wood. 

By Mr. JAMES H. JOHNSON: The petition of Thomas 
Sinclair, a soldier of the last war, praying for a pension for 
disabilities incurred in the same. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of Josiah Black- 


| man and others, of Gallatin county, [linois, praying relief: 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. BENTON: The remonstrance of Chauney Jobn- 
son, and others, citizens of Herkimer county, New York, 
remonstrating against the renewal and extension of letters 
patent to Jethro Wood for an improvement in ploughs. 

By Mr. DODGE: A petition from the citizens of Jackson 
county, praying an appropriation for the improvement of 
the upper and iower rapids in the Mississippi river: referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. Also, a petition for the 
same purpose, from the citizens of Scott county: referred 
to the same committee. Also, a communication from the 
register and receiver of the land oflice at Fairfield, strongly 
urging the establishment of a mail route from Keokuck to 
Fairfield: referred to the Committee on the Post Office anp 
Post Roads. Also, a petition from members of the Legista- 
ture of Lowa, asking that the surveyor-general of Wiscon- 
sin and Iowa may be paid the same compensation that is 
paid other surveyors-general. Also, a memorial of 150 eiti- 
zens of Des Moines county, praying Congress for an appro 
priation for the improvement of the upper and lower rapids 
in the Mississippi river: referred to the Committee on Com- 
merece. Also, a petition from the citizens of Louisa cour 
ty for the same object: referred to the same committee. 
Also, a petition from sundry citizens of Wapello county, 
praying the establishment of a post-route from the Sae and 
Fox agency to Oskaloosa: referred to the Committee on the 
Post Oilice and Post Roads, 

By Mr. M. L. MARTIN: The memorial of the Legista- 
tive Assembly of Wisconsin, on the subject of improving 
the Fox and Wisconsin rivers. The memorial on the sub- 
ject of the reserved mineral lands. The memorial for an 
appropriation to complete the harbor at Potosi. ‘The memo- 
rial relative to a road from Prairie du Chien to Lapoint. The 
petition of settlers on the canal lands for a reduction of the 
price, and granting pre-emptions of those lands. 

By Mr. HUBARD: The petition of Mrs. Elizabeth Fer- 
guson, praying for a pension: referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: The petition of M. H. Marston and 
Others, praying Congress to consider the expediency of en- 
deavoring to effect such a change in the Constitution and 
laws as shall appropriate the public lands of the nation in 
aid of the extinction of slavery throughout the Union. 

By Mr. HOGE: The petition of fifty-eight citizens of the 
counties of Whiteside, Carroll, and Ogle, in the State of H- 
linois, praying the establishment of a mail-route from Fulton 
City, in said county of Whiteside, via French Grove, Mil- 
ledgeville, Elk Horn Grove, and Buffalo Grove, to Oregon, in 
said county of Ogle: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of citizens of Lake 
county, for a new mail-route from Littleport, Lake county, 
via Otsego, Sterling, and Mill Creek, to Antioch: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. Also, the 
petition of Valentine Spawn: referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YANCEY: The petition of Patrick MeKinney and 
eighty-two other citizens of Coosa county, Alabama, asking 
for the establishment of a mail-route from Wetumpka, via 
Vicksburg and Scoopoteg, to Talladega: referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CATHCART: The petition of William Snavely, 
of Indiana, praying compensation for damage sustained by 
the location of an Indian reservation upon atract of land pur- 
chased by him: referred to the Committee of Claims. Also, 
the petition of E. C. Abbott, and other citizens of Indiana, 
praying for the establishment of a post-route from Bigelow’s 
Mills to Tassinong: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 
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By Mr. BOWLIN: The potion of Bryan Mulanphy and 
Jacob Hawken, citizens of St. Louis, Missouri, setting forth 
our claime to Oregon, and urging the maintaining of them to 
the whole territory: referred to the Committee on Terri- 
Ores 

By Mr. JAMES B. HUNT: The memorial of 264 citizens 
of Cathoun county, in the State of Michigan, for the estab- 
lishment of a mail-route from Battle Creek, in said county, 
by the Valley of the Grand Rivers, in the State of Michigan, 
to Milwaukie, in the Territory of Wisconsin: referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MeCONNELL : The petition of numerous citizens 
of the county of Albany, State of New York, praying Con- 
gress to grant to the tax-paying, road-working, mustering, 
and war-fighting poor the freedom of occupying and culu 
vating a fraction of lands, not exceeding 160 acres: referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Peter Von Schmidt, 
praying the establichment of a railroad from St. Louis, in 
Siwend, to some navigable point on the Columbia river, in 
Oregon; referred to the Committee on Territories. 

ty Mr. M.-L. MARTIN: Memorial of the Legislative As- 
sembly of Wisconsin on the subject of a collection district 
and port of entry in said Territory. The petition of settlers 
on canal lands in Wisconsin, asking a reduction of price 
and pre-emption rights of said lands. 

By Mr. THURMAN: The petition of the heiress of Dr. 
Frederick Beigie for commutation pay due for the revolu 
tionary services of her said ancestor: referred to the Com- 
mitttee on Revolutionary Claims. 

hy Mr. PRESTON KING: Fourteen memorials from the 
Stare of New York, remonstrating against the extension of 
a certain plough patent to Jethro Wood. 

By Mr. SAWYER: The petition of citizens of Sidney, 
Ohio, for a mail-route from Sidney to Urbanna, via Pales 
tine: referred tothe Cominittee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads 


IN SENATE. 
Ww vespay, -Jpril 15, 1846. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a 
communication from the Department of War, 
transmitting fifty copies of the Army Register. 

Mr. STURGEON presented the memorial of 
the Historical Society of Pennsylvania, praying 
the publication, by Congress, of an additional num- 
ber of copies of the works of the exploring expedi- 
tion, for the Lenefit of the literary institutions of 
the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Vir. DIX presented the memorial of shipmasters 
and others engaged in navigation from the port of 
New York, praying that the pilot law of 1837 may 
not be repealed; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. D. also presented the proceedings of a pub- 
lic meeting in Batavia, New York, praying that 
measures may be taken to prevent the fulfilment of 
the treaties of 1838 and 1842 with the Tonawanda 
indians; which was referred to the Committee on 
lidian Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, asked that said committee be discharged 
from the further consideration of the pettion of 
Prisciila Green; which was agreed to. 

Mr. A. also asked that the Committee on Pen- 
sions be discharged from the further consideration 
of the petition of Martha Moore; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
John Keith, of New York. 

Mr. J. also, from the same committee, reported, 
without amendment, the (House) bills for the re- 
lief of Sampson Brown and John Baldridge. 

Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on Com 
merce, asked that a letter of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to that committee, dated March 31, 1841, 
relative to duties improperly laid and collected 
upon Portugal wines, with accompanying docu- 
ments, be referred to the Committee on Finance, 
with instructions to inguire into the expediency of 
providing by law for refunding the said duties, 
and that the said committee report by bill or other- 
wise; which was agreed to. 

DEFICIENCIES IN APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. LEWIS moved to postpone the prior or- 
ders, with a view to take up the bill to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriation for certain objects, 
made for the service of the fiscal year ending the 
30th June, 1846. 

Mr. L, stated the necessity that existed for 
prompt action on the bill. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

Strike out “* For the safekeeping of the books 
‘and papers in the office of the Register of the 
‘Treasury, two thousand three hundred dollars. 

‘* For compensation for the superintendent of 
sthe Patent Office, two hundred and fifty dollars.” 


_THE CONGRESSIONA 


And, at the end of the act, add the following 
items, viz: 

‘*For amount required for the support of the 
‘ penitentiary of the District of Columbia for the 


GLOBE. 








‘fiscal year ending thirtieth June, eighteen hun- |, 


- 


and forty-nine dollars and sixty-four cents. 
‘* For refunding certain duties collected under the 


7 


nue from imports, and to change and modify ex- 
isting laws imposing duties on imports, and for 
other purposes,’ contrary to the terms of the con- 
vention of eighteen hundred and fifteen between 
Great Britain and the United States, in fulfilment 
of the agreement lately entered into by the Gov- 


a“nnenwe & 


- 


one hundred thousand dollars. 


dred and forty-six, eleven thousand nine hundred | 


act of the thirtieth of August, eighteen hundred | 
and forty-two, entitled *‘ An act to provide reve- | 


ernment of the United States and Great Britain, | 


‘* For compensation and mileage of Senators and | 


members of the House of Representatives and 
Delegates, the same being rendered necessary by 


- 


+ 


bers of the House of Representatives, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

‘‘ For contingent expenses of foreign intercourse, 
five thousand dollars. 

‘‘For payment of arrears of expenses of the 
Legislature of the late Territory of Florida, be- 
ing for balances of compensation and mileage 
to the presiding officers and members of both 
Houses, balances of compensation to the officers 
and chaplains and printers thereof, and other in- 


- 


>it es ee AS 


. 


are unpaid, owing to deficiencies in appropria- 
‘tions for the years eighteen hundred and forty- 
‘two, eighteen hundred and forty-three, eighteen 


|| able to tell the Senate where some of t 


| an rt a 
y pretext whatever, be expended exceed 
| amount appropriated by Congress,” Te ne 


."* The exist. 
ence of the two enactments to which he had allu- 


ded rendered it a very strong probability—ay, ho 
might safely say it was more than a mere pro 
bility—that if any arrearages were now due it was 
because the money which had been appropriated 
by Congress had been misapplied, and that Con. 
gress could not with any propriety be called y 
to supply the deficiency. 


proba. 


pon 
He regretted that the 


_ Senators from Florida were not present, for he be- 


lieved that as it was at their instance that the 


oe ; ; r ap- 
propriation was inserted in the bills, ney 
i 


might 


8 mone 
had gone. y 


Mr. LEWIS said he also regretted that neither 
of the Senators from Florida were in their seats 
He was not himself prepared to defend the accounts 
of the Legislature of Florida. Accounts for bal. 


_ ances of expenditure had been transmitted to the 


‘hundred and forty-four, and eighteen hundred | 


‘ and forty-five, a sum not exceeding sixteen thou- 
‘sand dollars; said sum of sixteen thousand dol- 
‘lars to be in full for all said arrears.’’ 


The question was about to be taken on all the 


amendments, when 


Mr. EVANS moved that the question on the | 
appropriation for the Secretary of Florida, be taken || 


separately. 
I'he other amendments were then agreed to. 
The question being on the last amendment. 
Mr. EVANS said he did not think the Senate 


ought to be asked to appropriate money for arrear- || 
ages of expenditures incurred by the Territorial || 
Though the Auditor of 


Legislature of Florida. 
the Treasury, whose business it was to settle the 


accounts, had in his report on the subject stated | 


that there was a deficiency found by deducting the | 
amount appropriated by Congress from the amount || 


appropriated by the Territorial Legislature during 
the years 1842, °3, °4, and ’5, yet this was no evi- 
dence that Congress ought to supply the deficiency. 


Unless the money which had been appropriated by | 


Congress had been misapplied, (and that he had 
no doubt would turn out to be the case,) there were 
no arrearages. This matter ofappropriating money 


for the support of Territorial Governments had 
been examined into three or four years ago, and 


the result of the inquiry was, that a great deal of | 


the money appropriated by Congress had been 
used by the territorial authorities for purposes not 
authorized by law atall. It was found that every 
year additional demands were made for appropria- 


tions by Congress; each year those appropriations | 


were increasing; and, what was more extraordinary, 


every year the deficiencies became greater; the Ter- || 
ritorial Government taking the money which had || 


been appropriated by Congress for specific pur- 
poses, and applying it to other objects, leaving the 


amount so diverted from its legitimate uses to come | 
in the following year asa deficiency. It was found || 


necessary to put an end to this state of things; and, 
in 1842, a law was enacted providing that all Terri- 


torial accounts should be audited and examined at | 


the Treasury Department, and such sums as were 
authoriz ed by law should be paid; if, therefore, there 
were arrearages, all that the authorities of the State 
had to do was to go to the Department and prove 
that those arrearages were for objects authorized 
by law, and they would of course be paid. There 
was another enactment which had been passed in 
the same year, a reference to which must preclude 
the idea that there could be any arrearages.. The 
enactment to which he alluded was a proviso 
which had been added to the appropriation bill, 


j 


i 


cidental expenses, and for the publication of the || 
Territorial laws, allowed by law or resolution of || 
the House incurring said expense, which arrears | 


|| committee by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
an increase in the number of Senators and mem- | 


it appeared that they were founded upon the cir. 
cumstance that the session of the Legislature had 
continued fifteen days longer than had been pro- 
vided for. He was quite willing that the subject 
should be passed by informally for the preseit. 
It was accordingly passed by. 


On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, it was 


Ordered, ‘That when the Senate adjourns it ad- 
journ to meet at eleven o’clock to-morrow. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of the special order, being 
the joint resolution, &c.; when— . 

Mr. HOUSTON said he was not insensible of 
the peculiar position he occupied in rising to ad- 


| dress a body so distinguished for its intelligence as 


| this; but he felt himself called upon to assign the 

reasons which would govern the vote he was now 

called on to give. ‘The Executive had called upon 
| us to give notice to great Britain of the abrogation 
of the convention which has so long existed, and 
| we have to determine if the circumstances are such 
| as to justify us in doing so. In his opinion they 

did. It was probable that important events might 
hang on this measure; and although he was against 
any rash action, he was in favor of calm, deliberate 
action. Great Britain has rejected all our offers of 
compromise, yet he believed that she was not pre- 
pared to go into a war with this country. 

He did not think that the President could have 
| withheld his application to Congress, without de- 
parting from that plain and direct course which his 
station and his duty pointed out. When this con- 
troversy began, it was felt in ‘Texas; and although 
she had not then become an integral part of this 
| Republic, she took the deepest interest in all thet 
concerns it, and every movement here was fe't 
throughout her whole territory. He justified the 
course pursued by Mr. Polk throughout the whole 
negotiation. 

He asked what evidence England had given of 
her desire to negotiate? She had indeed offered 
arbitration; but were we to wait her beck to regu- 
late our course? He hoped we should go on in our 
| course, without pausing to consider what England 
| proposes todo. He did not think that there was 
anything in her conduct which indicated any desire 
to negotiate. We had not much to expect from 
any friendly feeling in her on this subject. He did 
not like the idea of compromise, because it implied 
that one party had to concede more than the other 
ought to demand. Compromise was synonymous 
with temporise: both words he would expunge 
‘from the dictionary. He preferred the term ad- 
| justment; which embraced merely a settlement o! 
differences. As to war, it wasa state of things to 
which every nation which had advanced as rapidly 
as we had done to the highest rank, was subjected; 
and it was our duty to follow the maxim of the 
' Father of his Country: ‘‘In time of peace _ 

for war.’? He well understood the springs of hu- 
/man action. It is our duty to stand prepared for 
_ war, in the maintenance of our just rights. He 

then cited the policy of Great Britain in India, and 
commented on her encroachments in the Punjaub, 
and her sympathy with the Sihks, in order to prove 
that there was nothing in her course on which he 
could bang an expectation that she would yield a 
| step, or abandon an interest. 
e eulogized the clear, sagacious intellect of the 


|| President, and reposed the fullest reliance on his 


: ; ioti wudence, 
‘‘that no money shall, in any instance, or under |) patriousm and prude 


And he indicated his 
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